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Proposal Tile:_American Basin Fish Screen and Habitat Improvement Project
Applicant Name:_Natomas Mutual Water Company

Contact Name:_Peter Hughes, General Manager

Mailing Address:_2601 W. Elkhorn Boulevard: Rio Linda, California 95673
Telephone:_(916) 419-5936

Fax:_(916) 419-8691

Email: natomash?o@aol.com

Amount of funding requested: $950.000

Some entities charge different costs dependent on the source of the funds. Ifit is different for state or federal funds
listed below.

State cost Federal cost

Cost share partners? X Yes No

Identify partners and amount contributed by each_U.S. Bureau of Reclamation $950.000 to be requested.

Indicate the Topic for which you are applying (check only one box).

Natural Flow Regimes

Nonnative Invasive Species

Channel Dynamics/Sediment Transport
Flood Management

Shallow Water Tidal/Marsh Habitat
Contaminants

Beyond the Riparian Corridor

Local Watershed Stewardship

Environmental Education

Special Status Species Surveys and Studies
Fishery Monitoring, Assessment and Research
Fish Screens

oooooo
KOOooano

What county or counties is the project located in?_Sacramento County and Sutter County

What CALFED ecozone is the project located in? See attached list and indicate number. Be as specific as
possible 3.5

Indicate the type of applicant (check only one box):

m State agency c Federal agency
O Public/Non-profit joint venture Non-profit

O Local government/district d Tribes

a University O Private party

O Other:




Indicate the primary species which the proposal addresses (check all that apply):

| San Joaquin and East-side Delta tributaries fall-run chinook salmon

& Winter-run chinook salmon & Spring-run chinook salmon
& Late-fall run chinook salmon Fall-run chinook salmon

g Delta smelt i Longfin smelt

Splittail ® Steelhead trout

= (Green sturgeon ® Striped bass

O White sturgeon o All chinook species

= Waterfow] and Shorebirds | All anadromous salmonids
Migratory birds b American shad

O Other listed T/E species:

Indicate the type of project (check only one box):

3 Research/Monitoring ] Watershed Planning

O Pilot/Demo Project d Education

& Full-scale Implementation

Is this a next-phase of an ongoing project? Yes_ X No____

Have you received funding from CALFED before? Yes X No___

If yes, list project title and CALFED number_ American Basin Fish Screen and Habitat Improvement Project,
Project No. 98-B29

Have you received funding from CVPIA before?  Yes X No

If yes, list CVPIA program providing funding, project title and CVPIA number (if applicable):
American Basin Fish Screen and Habitat Improvement Project, Cooperative Agreement No. 99-FC-20-0165

By signing below, the applicant declares the following:

. The truthfulness of all representations in their proposal;

. The individual signing the form is entitled to submit the application on behalf of the applicant (if the
applicant is an entity or organization); and,

. The person submitting the application has read and understood the conflict of interest and

confidentiality discussion in the PSP (Section 2.4) and waives any and all rights to privacy and
confidentiality of the proposal on behalf of the applicant, to the extent as provided in the Section.

Peter J. Hushes
Printed name of applicant

M bk,

Si}ﬂaturé ofépplicant/




Executive Summary
Project Title and Applicant Name:

Title: American Basin Fish Screen and Habitat Improvement Project
Applicant:  Natomas Mutual Water Company (NMWC)

Project Description and Primary Biological/Ecological Objectives:

This proposal requests cost share funding to perform the final design, complete the environmental
documents, and to obtain the necessary permits and licenses for the American Basin Fish Screen and
Habitat Improvement Project. The project involves the removal of a diversion dam. the
consolidation of diversions, and the addition of state-of-the-art fish screens to NMWC’s diversions
on the Sacramento River, between Verona and the American River, and on the Cross Canal. The
specific objectives of the project are to remove migration barriers; prevent straying and entrainment
of winter-run Chinook salmon, spring-run Chinook salmon, fall-run Chinook salmon, late fall-run
Chinook salmon, steeihead trout, splittail, green sturgeon, and other high risk species; and to
improve aquatic, riverine, and riparian habitat.

Approach/Tasks/Schedule:

NMWC’s intended approach is to complete the design and environmental documentation in
consultation with the responsible resource and regulatory agencies, obtain the necessary permits,
procure the required right-of-way, obtain bids for construction, perform the relocation work,
construct the fish screen facility, and monitor its effectiveness. The design, environmental
docunllentation, and project management will be performed by NMWC with the assistance of
consultants.

The project phase for which funding is requested is Phase IIl — Final Design & Permitting. The
primary tasks being performed under Phase III are the completion of a final design, completion of
environmental documentation and permitting, securing right of-way for construction, and preparation
of C211 cc%r%agtitive bid package for the project. Phase III is currently scheduled for completion by the
end o 1.

Justification for Project and Funding by CALFED:

The elimination of migration barriers and entrainment losses at unscreened diversions, which result
in direct mortality to at-risk fishery resources, as well as the lack of critical rearing habitat, have
been identified as principal stressors by CALFED and CVPIA, and will be addressed by this project.
Biological monitoring has documented that winter-run, spring-ruxn, fall-run, and late fall-run sized
juvenile Chinook salmon, steelhead, splittail, and other at-risk resident and migratory fish species
are currently entrained at similar unscreened diversions. The restoration project 1s, therefore,
consistent with CALFED ERP strategic goals for the 2001 Implementation Plan and CVPIA
priorities.

Budget Costs:

NMWC is seeking a $950,000 cost share for the final design and permitting phase of the project.
The project represents a cooperative effort with significant financial matching support through the
CVPIA Anadromous Fish Restoration Program. The balance of funding for this phase of the project
will be paid for by the federal government and/or local cost share.

Local Support/Coordination with Other Programs:

NMWC’s shareholders, local agencies, and water ﬁurveyors have expressed strong suéqport for the
project. NMWC has provided funding for the project prior to Phase I funding by the
CALFED/CVPIA agreement, and expects to provide future financial support for the project.

The work for this project is being coordinated with the CVPIA Anadromous Fish Restoration
Program (AFRP), through consultation with its technical team. Coordination with the AFRP
technical team will be continued though the design, construction, and monitoring phases of the
project.
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Proposal for
American Basin Fish Screen
and Habitat Improvement Project

C. Project Description
1. Statement of the Problem.

a. Problem — This Proposal requests cost share funding from CALFED to perform the
Final Design and Permitting required for Natomas Mutual Water Company’s
(NMWC) American Fish Screen and Habitat Improvement Project. The specific goal
of the project is to remove a fish negative barrier, improve habitat, and prevent
entrainment of winter-tun chinook salmon, spring-run chinook salmon, fall-run
chinook salmon, late fall-tun chinook salmon, splittail, sieelhead trout, green
sturgeon, and other high risk species.

NMWC is a non-profit mutual water company that controls surface water rights for
over 250 landowners within the 55,000 acres known as the American Basin. As part
of its irrigation system, NMWC operates five (5) unscreened diversions, with a total
capacity of about 630 cfs. In addition, during some dry years, NMWC installs a dam.
at the mouth of the Natomas Cross Canal and installs diesel lift pumps to draw water
from the Sacramento River into the Natomas Cross Canal. The Natomas Cross Canal
is a tributary to the Sacramento River, which channelizes flow from a number of
creeks to the east (refer to attached Figure 1 and paragraph 2.a., below). A map of
NMWC’s existing facilities is included as Figure 2, attached.

NMWC began the planning effort for this project in 1993. Initial studies by NMWC
looked at operational changes, the use of alternative type barriers, and the relocation
or consolidation of diversions. As a result of this initial planning, NMWC has
proposed a project to remove a diversion dam and pumps from the Natomas Cross
Canal, consolidate their five diversions to one or two facilities located on the
Sacramento River, and provide positive barrier fish screens on the consolidated
Sacramento River diversion(s).

NMWC has been coordinating the proposed project with local interest groups,
resource and regulatory agencies, and funding agencies for over five (5) years. The
project has been complicated by proposals from resource and local agencies which
could effect the scope of the project. The Department of Water Resources (DWR)
is proposing a conjunctive use project for the American Basin, which centered on
operational changes in NMWC’s service area. The Placer County Water Agency,
City of Sacramento, and the American River Basin Cooperating Agencies are
studying the relocation of some American River diversions to the Sacramento River,
by use of a combined diversion with NMWC. NMWC will coordinate the project
with these entities, but intends to move forward with the design of facilities to meet
their present needs.

The proposed project will remove amitigation barrier, remove all diversion facilities
from the Cross Canal, consolidate diversion locations, provide positive barrier fish
screens, and assist in restoration of aquatic, riverine, and riparian habitat.
Entrainment caused by unscreened diversions, blockage of suitable habitat, lack of
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quality stream chammel and riparian habitats, and excessive predation has been
identified as key stressors affecting anadromous fish species in this area. The project
attempts to protect anadromous fish species by addressing NMWC’s potential impact
upon these stressors, and to assure a stable water supply to upland habitat considered

critical to other at-risk species such as the giant garter snake and the Swainson’s
hawk.

b. Conceptual Model — The proposed project is a full scale implementation project to
remove a fish negative barrier, consolidate diversions, and screen diversions.

Removal of the diversion dam will eliminate the isolation of a side channel and
tributary to the Sacramento River. In concept, removal of this barrier will partially
restore a natural flow regime and enhance access of sensitive fish species to historical
spawning habitats and critical rearing habitat.

Consolidation of diversions will restore critical habitat and reduce exposure of
sensitive fish species to diversions. Removal of diversions from the Natomas Cross
Canal will assist in restoration of natural flow regimes and restoration of riparian and
riverine habitat. In concept, this action will reduce potential for entrainment, assist
in restoration of critical rearing habitat and reduce potential for straying of migrating
anadromous fish species.

Installation of positive barrier screens will result in a substantial reduction of
entrainment mortality to winter-run chinook salmon, spring-run chinook saimon,
steelhead trout, green sturgeon, splittail, white sturgeon, striped bass, fall-run
chinook salmon, and American shad. Based upon DFG and NMFS fish screen
criteria, resource agencies have estimated the reduction in entrainment losses of
juvenile fish (e.g., juvenile chinook salmon) to be approximately ninety-five percent
(95%) when compared with an existing unscreened diversion facility.

c. Hypotheses Being Tested — This implementation project does not specifically test or
compare any hypotheses. The restoration project targets CALFED goals 1,2,3,and
4 as provided in the PSP and the CVPIA stressors of Quality of Accessible Stream
Channel and Riparian Habitat, Blockage of or Reduced Access to Suitable Habitat,
Unscreened or Inadequately Screen Diversions, and Excessive Predation, as listed in
Table 3 of PSP, Attachment G.

d. Adaptive Management — The project proposed for funding is a full scale restoration
project. The proposed positive barrier project was selected after consideration of
other options. Additionally, the feasability work for Phase I of the project, that 1s
nearing completion, contains a review of project alternatives. NMWC has been
considering options to this project, since 1993 and has been consulting with the
responsible resource and regulatory agencies, technical committees and local interest
groups for over five (5) years. All recommendations to date have Jed to the selection
of a project to comsolidate diversions and provide positive barrier screens.
Operational changes were rejected due to a lack of any significant storage capacity.
Based upon large scale testing at Reclamation District No. 1004 and Reclamation
District No. 108, behavioral barriers could not meet the reduction in entrainment
efficiencies mandated by NMFS and DFG criteria.
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Extensive fisheries monitoring have been performed in the Sacramento River to
document species composition, seasonal occurrence and size distribution of juvenile
and adult fish in this area of the river. Based upont DFG and NMFS fish screening
criteria, resource agencies have estimated the reduction in entrainment losses of
juvenile fish to be approximately ninety-five percent (95%) when compared to
existing unscreened diversion facilities. As such, the elimination of unscreened
diversion and mitigation barriers, which can directly result in the incidental take of
protected fish species, has been mandated by the federal and state agencies
responsible for protection of these species. NMWC is one of the largest remaining
unscreened diversions on the Sacramento River, and this project will, therefore, make
a significant step toward addressing the immediate needs of designated at-risk
species.

Design reviews by the AFSP technical team will assure that facilities are designed
in accordance with NMFS and DFG screening criteria. Monitoring incorporated as
part of the project will assure that the facility is constructed and operates in a manner
that provides maximum benefit to species of concern.

€. Education Objectives — The proposed project is not focused on education. However,
due to its proximity to the Sacramento area, the constructed facility will present a
unique opportunity for use as an education tool. NMWC will work with the City and
County of Sacramento to make the site attractive as an educational tool for school
groups, environmental interest groups, and other public nterest groups.

2. Proposed Scope of Work.

a. Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of the Project — The project is located in the
Sacramento River Watershed in Sacramento and Sutter Counties. The project affects
the American Basin, the location of which is shown in the attached Figure 1. The
consolidation of diversions along the left bank of the Sacramento River, from about
River Mile 65 to River Mile 79 is proposed. Also proposed, is the removal of
NMWC’s two (2) permanent diversions, and temporary cofferdam, from the Natomas
Cross Canal. The Natomas Cross Canal is the tributary to the Sacramento River, at
approximately River Mile 79, for the Coon Creek, Bunkham Slough, Markham
Ravine, Aubum Ravine, King Slough, Pleasant Grove Creek, and Curry Creek
Watersheds, see attached Figure 1.

The proposed project has direct impacts upon the following ecozones:

3.5  Sacramento River — Verona to Sacramento

9.1 American Basin.
The proposed project controlled is located at about latitude N 38°, 42, 52",
longitude W 121°, 36', 27", as shown on the enclosed 1: 100,000 scale
Sacramento USGS Quad Map.

b. Approach — NMWC’s intended approach is to perform the required studies, design,
and environmental work using the team shown in the Organization Chart, Figure 4,

included in Section 2. The proposed schedule and specific tasks are summarized in
Figure 3, included in Section 2. The major activities to complete the work, in

-y
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chronological order, are to complete a feasibility study which evaluates various
alternatives; develop a preliminary design and prepare the required environmental
documentation; prepare a Final Design and obtain the required permits; perform the
project construction; and test and evaluate the facilities. This proposal requests cost
share funding for the work required to complete Phase III Final Design and
Permitting. The design, environmental documentation, permitting, and construction
supervision will be performed by NMWC, with the assistance of the existing team
of consultants. All work will be performed in consultation with the Anadromous
Fish Screen Program Technical Team, headed by the USFWS. The construction
work will be performed by a qualified contractor, under a competitively bid
construction contract. Upon start-up and commissioning of the facility, an evaluation
and monitoring program will be carried out in consultation with the DFG and the
NMFS. NMWC will operate and maintain the facility with in-house staff, who will
be trained by the contractor and consultants during start-up.

. Monitoring and Assessment Plans — Extensive fisheries monitoring have been
performed in the Sacramento River to document the species composition, seasonal
occurrence, and size distribution of juvenile and adult fish entrained by unscreened
diversions. Data from these monitoring programs provides a basis for predicting
biological benefits associated with a positive barrier fish screen.

For this restoration project, monitoring and assessment plans will be geared toward
assuring compliance with DFG and NMFS screening criteria, and the mitigation
plans included the project’s environmental documents. The effort will begin during
the preliminary design and environmental assessment phase. This work will be
performed in consultation with the AFSP technical tear, and responsible resource
and regulatory agencies as the project proceeds. The Final Design and environmental
documentation will be similarly reviewed and approved prior to proceeding with the
project construction.

During the Final Design Phase, a specific monitoring and assessment plan for the
completed facility will be developed in consultation with the AFSP technical team
and other interested parties. This plan will address the requirements for inspections
and approvals during construction and the post construction evaluation and
monitoring of the facility performance. Construction monitoring will include, but
not be limited to, verification of compliance with screen specifications, inspection
of channel conditions, and testing of cleaning systems. Post construction evaluation
will include extensive measurement of velocities and adjustment of facility as
required to meet DFG and NMFS screening criteria. Underwater inspections willbe
included to monitor facility operation and inspect channel conditions.

Additionally, along term operation and maintenance plan wili be developed to assure
continued system integrity and operational compliance with screening criteria. The
plan will include, but not be limited to, record keeping requirements, periodic
underwater inspections to verify screen integrity, and monitoring of cleaning and
sediment control systems operation.

Mitigation and restoration requirements will be developed during preparation of

environmental documentation. Requirements for monitoring the success of
mitigation and restoration efforts will be developed in consultation with responsible
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agencies. Restoration efforts will also be coordinated with the Natomas Basin
Habitat Conservation Plan.

d. Data Handling and Storage — All data developed during the project will be kept on
file in the project manager’s office. Copies of data prepared digitally will be
routinely backed up and when complete archived on CDROM. As information is
finalized, reports will be prepared and distributed to all interested parties. Other data
will be made available upon written request to NMWC. At the completion of the
project all files will be maintained for a minimum of three (3) years.

e. Expected Products/Qutcomes ~ Expected products of Final Design will include:

Geotechnical Report

Topographic Mapping

35% Design Submittal

85% Design Submittal

100% Design Submittal

Bid set of Design Drawings, Specifications and Bid Documents

Yy ¥ Y ¥ ¥ ¥

These design submittals will be distributed to responsible project participants for
review and comment. Additionally regular presentations will be made to AFSP
technical team, and CALFED as requested, during development of design.

Expected products of Environmental Documentation and Permitting effort will
induce:

> Public Draft of EA/IS (Intemal draft prepared during Phase II)
Mitigated Negative Declaration/FONSI or EIR/EIS as required.
> Permitting per attached Environmental Checklist.

Distribution and reviews of environmental documents will comply with
CEQA/NEPA guidelines. Coordination meetings with appropriate
Resource/Regulatory Agencies will be organized as required. Presentations will be
made to CALFED as requested.

Additionally, NMWC will provide agreements, plans, presentations and reporting as
outlined in the PSP, Section 4.2.

f Work Schedule — The proposed project schedule is attached as Figure 5. Cost share
funding is being requested for Phase III - Final Design and Permitting. The schedule
for Phase T is a continuation of work currently being performed on the project
Feasability, Preliminary Design, and Environmental Documentation. The schedule
includes detailed start/finish dates for each task. The major milestones are:

> Completion of Final Design by May 31, 2001
» Completion of Environmental Documentation by August 3, 2001
> Obtain Permits and Licenses by August 30, 2001

Payments for service contracts will be made on a monthly basis. Service contract

invoices will detail man-hours spent on each task, and level of effort will be gaged
against the project schedule.
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Deliverables associated with milestones are described in paragraph e, Expecied
Products/Outcomes, as described above.

The Final Design task is dependant upon completion of the Geotechnical
Investigation, and Surveying and Mapping work as shown on the attached schedule.
These two (2) tasks can be completed independently of the Permitting and Licensing
effort, but could be incomplete if changes are noted in any subsequent permitting
effort.

Completion of the Permitting and Licensing task is dependant upon the preparation
of at least a partial Final Design. Some permit applications can be submitted based
upon the Preliminary Design and Environmental Documents produced in Phase II,
but there is a risk of changes if a more complete design is unavailable.

Without full funding support for the project subject to the approval of the Board of
Directors, NMWC may be able to continue some limited work on the final, but at a
much reduced level of effort. The project schedule will be moved back indefinitely
based upon the level of effort NMWC can afford to fund.

g Feasibility — The described approach has been proven successful on a number of
large screening projects in the Sacramento Valley and the Pacific Northwest. The
project represents a cooperative effort of resource and regulatory agencies and local
interests. The initial planning performed by NMWC established the option for
removal of facilities from the Natomas Cross Canal, reviewed the potential for
operational changes and compared the use of behavioral and physical barriers. The
recommendation for consolidation of diversions into one or two diversions with
positive barrier screens resulted from this internal planning.

The feasibility study, currently nearing completion, has compared a number of
project alternatives to developing the most feasible project. Biological resource
studies being performed during the feasibility phase will be used to gage any impacts
of the project alternatives for use in decision making. The selection of a project
alternative will include consideration of project costs, the ability to fund the project,
the potential environmental impacts of each alternative, the ability to address service
needs, the ability to operate and maintain project facilities, and the need to maximize
restoration efforts.

The preliminary design and environmental documentation phase for the project will
immediately follow the feasibility study. (This phase of the project has been fully
funded and will be completed by the end of 2000.) The preliminary design will
establish the project facility requirements in consultation with responsible agencies.
The preliminary environmentai documentation work will assess the impacts of the
specific project and determine all permitting needs. Upon completion of this phase
of the project, the scope of the project will be accurately defined and enable planning
of funding needs for project construction.

The Final Design Phase for which this proposal has requested cost share funding has
been planned based upon past projects of similar scope. The effort required for
completion of Environmental Documentation and Permitting for the project 1s
similarly based upon past projects. The schedule for implementation of this phase
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of the project has been developed in consultation with responsible agencies and other
interested parties and is considered feasible.

The environmental checklist outlines permitting required for implementation of the
entire project, however, these permits are not required for performance of work on
this phase of the project. Delays in processing of permit applications could result in
a delay in completing the permitting deliverable and as a result, a delay in the start
of project construction. No delays are anticipated at this time.

The proposed project is consistent with current zoning regulations and planning
ordinances. Project design will comply with applicable standards. Field activities
required for this phase of the project will occur on NMWC or Reclamation District
No. 1000 (RD1000) property. NMWC has existing access agreements with RD1000
for the joint use facilities which may be effected by this project.
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D. Applicability to CALFED ERP Goals and Implementation Plan and CVPIA Priorities
1. ERP Goals and CVPIA Priorities.

This restoration project targets ERP Goals 1, 2, 3, and 4 as outlined in the PSP and the
CVPIA Stressors of Quality of Accessible Stream Channel Habitat, Blockage of or Reduced
Access to Suitable Habitat, Unscreened or Inadequately Screen Diversions and Excessive
Predation as listed in Table 3 of PSP, Attachment G. The project attempts to specifically
address the mortality of adult and juvenile winter-run chinook salmen, spring-run chinook
salmon, steelhead trout, green sturgeon, splittail, white sturgeon, stripped bass, fall-run
chinook salmon, and American shad. Improvements proposed will eliminate entrainment
mortality, remove blockages to suitable habitats, improve quality of accessible stream
channel and riparian habitat, reduce predation losses, and improve water quality.

The proposed project will address the immediate needs of at-risk species by consolidating
and screening the facilities of one of the largest remaining unscreened diverters on the
Sacramento River. The continuing planning effort has characterized the site conditions,
reviewed test results and data on alternative technologies, and is currently geared toward
siting. An evaluation and monitoring program to be developed during the Final Design
Phase will provide for continuous monitoring and testing of the project.

Removal of diversions from the Natomas Cross Canal and consolidation of diversions will
allow for restoration efforts which will improve aquatic, riverine and riparian habitats.
Removal of the diversion dam and unscreened pumps from the Natomas Cross Canal will
restore a natural flow regime, and enhance access of sensitive fish species to historical
spawning habitats and critical rearing habitat. This restoration effort will also assist in
preventing straying of migratory fish into the Natomas Cross Canal, and associated
predation, by restoring natural outflow from the Natomas Cross Canal. This change will also
improve water quality, since all diversions will be from the Sacramento River, where therate
of diversion will be a much smaller percentage of the stream flow. The area on the
Sacramento River where the consolidated diversions will be located is heavily channelized
due to its proximity to urban areas. Hardpoints have already been established, with levee
systems immediately adjacent to the river channel. Consolidation of diversions will assist
in restoration of riverine and riparian habitat in the area of abandoned diversions.

The implemented project will provide for a reliable water supply for agriculture and to
sustain critical habitat. NMWC provides the vast majority of surface water supply to the
Natomas Basin. The rice farming and winter re-flooding of fields practiced in the basin
provide critical habitat for waterfowl and at-risk species such as the giant garter snake and
Swainson’s hawk.

2. Reiationship o Other Ecosystem Restoration Projects.

NMWC is one of the largest remaining unscreened diversions on the Sacramento River. A
significant effort has been expended to date in screening large diversions from the
Sacramento River to prevent entrainment mortality. This project represents asignificant step
toward screening all large diversions from the Sacramento River.

Removal of the diversion dam from the Natomas Cross Canal is consistent with the

restoration efforts to remove migration barriers. Removal of diversion facilities from this
tributary is consistent with restoration efforts to prevent straying of migrating fish.
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The NMWC is the sole source of surface water supply to areas proposed for restoration by
the Natomas Basin Conservancy. This conservancy’s restoration effort is dependant on a
reliable water supply.

The project is aiso being coordinated with the American River Basin Cooperating Agencies
and Sacramento Area Water Forum. NMWC represents the most significant source of
supply from the Sacramento River being considered by the Water Forum. The City of
Sacramento and Placer County Water Agency are currently attempting to dovetail a project
that will replace some American River supply with Sacramento River supply from NMWC’s
new consolidated diversion from the Sacramento River.

3. Request for Next-Phase Funding.

This proposal is the next phase of a project previously funded by CALFED and CVPIA. The
previous phase funding was applied to the Feasibility and Biological Resource Studies, and
the Preliminary Design and Environmental Assessment. Funding is being requested for the
Final Design, Environmental Documentation and Permitting Phase — Phase III. The current
status of the project is shown on the attached schedule and is described along with the
accomplishments to date in the enclosed Project Status Report.

4. Previous Recipients of CALFED or CVPIA Funding.

This proposal is for the next phase funding for the American Basin Fish Screen and Habitat
Improvement Project funded under agreements CALFED No. 98-B29 and CVPIA No. 99-
FC-20-0165. The current status of the project, and the progress accomplishments of the
project to date, are described in the enclosed Project Status Report.

5. System Wide Ecosystem Benefits.

System wide ecosystem benefits are described in Section D.2 above.
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E. Qualifications

Overview of Team. NMWC’s team for this project will be organized as shown on the Organization
Chart, Figure 4. NMWC’s consultants were selected based upon qualifications and their familiarity
with NMWC’s operation and facilities. The Project Manager and Engineer for the project, Ensign
& Buckley Consulting Engineers (EB) has been providing engineering services to NMWC for over
14 years. EB has provided services in the planning, design, and construction of over ten fish screen
projects in the State of California, and has worked on all of NMWC’s existing diversions. The
Environmental Consultant for the project, Miriam Green Associates (MGA) has performed extensive
work in the American Basin and has a great deal of experience with rare, threatened, and endangered
species. MGA has extensive experience in the preparation and management of CEQA/NEPA
comphance documents. The Fisheries Biologist for the project, Hanson Environmental, Inc.
(Hanson), is a well-respected biological consulting firm, specializing in fisheries protection.
Hanson s team has performed a number of fisheries monitoring studies in the area, and has prepared
environmental documents and permit applications for several screening projects.

Relevant Experience of Key Personnel. Following is a summary of the relevant experience of the
supervisory and key staff:

a. Ferrel H. Ensign is a Registered Civil and Agricultural Engineer in the State of California.
Mr. Ensign is a founding partner in Ensign & Buckley Consulting Engineers, a Fellow in
ASCE, and has 36 years of experience in the planning, design, and construction of water
resource projects. He has been responsible for the design of over 10 fish screens that have
been constructed and in the preliminary design of other facilities that were subsequently
constructed. He is knowledgeable of the current fish screening criteria of the NMFS and
DFG. He has designed sediment exclusion facilities for pumped and gravity irrigation
diversions, and hydroelectric facilities. He has acted as the Program Manager on numerous
major water resource projects for both private and public agencies including the supervision
of the design criteria preparation, plans preparation, specifications preparation, construction
management, and start-up testing.

b. Miriam Green has 15 years of experience in the environmental consulting field. Much of
this time has been spent conducting biological studies, with particular emphasis on
threatened and endangered species surveys throughout California and the Pacific Northwest.
Ms. Green is the owner and Principal Biologist of the environmental consulting firm Miriam
Green Associates. Established in November 1989, MGA is certified by the State of
California and the City of Sacramento as a Women-Owned Small Business. The firm is
composed of an experienced group of independent consultants from Sacramento, Yolo, and
San Joaquin counties. All group members have extensive prior experience working for other
environmental consulting firms, either as permanent staff members or as subcontractors.
Collectively, MGA has been involved in the preparation and management of more than 300
Environmental Impact Reports (EIRs), Environmental Impact Statements (EISs), Initial
Studies, Biological Assessments, and other documentation, as required by the Cahfora
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
over the past 15 years.

c. Dr. Charles H. Hanson is a professional fisheries biologist, with over 20 years of
experience in addressing fisheries issues on the Sacramento River and Bay-Delta system.
Dr. Hanson has supervised biological assessments and monitoring programs at over 15 major
water diversions. He has supervised the preparation of over 75 technical reports and papers
addressing intake screening issues, and has prepared environmental documentation, permit
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applications, and environmental monitoring and compliance programs for a large number of
water diversions on the Sacramento River and elsewhere.

d. Peter Hughes is the General Manager for NMWC, with 9 years of experience in the
agricultural water industry. He has worked for NMWC for over 9 years, and has extensive
knowledge of water rights and related water issues. Mr. Hughes helped found NCWA; was
a former executive committee member of the Sacramento River Contractors Association, and
has been on various committees for the Sacramento Region Water Forums. He has extensive
prior experience in management of commercial firms, including placement of public and
private financing. He is familiar with senior level financial reporting.

e. Thomas Barandas is the Special Projects Manager for NMWC, and is a life-long resident
of American Basin. He has worked in the agricultural industry all of his life. His
responsibilities include overseeing the irrigation, recycle and drainage system, and pumping
plant operation; including supervision of field staff, and developing, implementing, and
reporting for maintenance budgets.

f Stephen R. Sullivan is a Registered Civil Engineer in the State of California, with a
background in design and construction of fish screening facilities, pumping plants, levee
construction, and irrigation facilities. He is experienced in the application of the NMFS and
the DFG fish screen criteria, and is familiar with the latest technologies in the field and the
latest designs used on the Sacramento River. He also has experience in coordination with
the agencies on the Anadromous Fish Screen Program Technical Team and is familiar with
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’s, the Reclamation Board s, and the DFG s requirements
for in river construction activities. Recent projects include: designed Reclamation District
No. 1004's Princeton Pumping Plant Fish Screen Facility; designed E1 Dorado Hydroeleciric
Project Screened Diversion on American River; performing feasibility work on White
Mallard Dam and Associated Diversion on Butte Creek; prepared long-term planning studies
for screening the Natomas Mutual Water Company’s five (5) Sacramento River Diversions;
evaluated improvements to the Northern California Power Authority’s Beaver Creek
Diversion; and prepared design details for the preliminary design of new fish screening
facility for PG&E’s intake on the Eel River. He has also designed and supervised the
construction of a number of facilities on the Sacramento River and its tributaries.
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F. Cost
1. Budget.

NMWC is requesting cost share funding for Final Design and Permitting, Phase III of the
project. Funding will be used to:

. Perform topographic surveys and geophysical studies

. Prepare final design and contract documents

. Prepare a public draft and final environmental documentation
. Obtain permits and licenses/ESA consultation

. Prepare Project Evaluation and Monitoring plan

. Perform Project Management

The budgeted costs requested for each task are identified in Table 1. The proposed budget
for Phase ITI is $1,900,000. NMWC is requesting a fifty percent (50%) cost share, or a total
of $950,000, from CALFED as identified in Table 2. Based upon the size of the overall
project, the proposed budget is commensurate with the effort required to complete the work
required.

All of the work will be performed under service contracts with the exception of
administration work which will be performed by NMWC. The list of proposed consultants
and a breakdown of estimated amounts charged salaries and other direct costs are included
in Table 3. No equipment purchases are anticipated. ‘

Consultant’s overhead costs are encompassed in charge rates. NMWC is not intending to
apply additional overhead charges for work performed.

The Project Management task budgets for the effort allotted to managing the completion of
tasks, subconsultant and agency coordination, compliance with reporting requirements,
processing of funding requirements, compliance with standard terms and conditions, and the
associated direct costs.

2. Cost-Sharing.

NMWC began studies of the project in 1993, and funded all work on the project through
1999. A total of $450,000 in funding was provided by CALFED and CVPIA for the
previous phase of the project. This Phase I and IT funding was allotted for work in 1999 and
2000, NMWC is now seeking $950,000 from CALFED for a fifty percent (50%) cost share
of Phase III work in 2001. In conjunction with this request, NMWC will be requesting
Federal Funding for the remaining Phase III cost share.

Without full funding support for the project subject to the approval of the Board of Directors,
NMWC may be able to continue some limited work on the final, but at a much reduced level
of effort. The project schedule will be moved back indefinitely based upon the level of effort
NMWC can afford to fund.
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G. Local Involvement

This project is the single-purpose, or first phase, of a larger, multipurpose project benefitting several
communities. Therefore, public outreach efforts, already well underway, must address the interests
of company shareholders, as well as a number of specific communities, namely, the City of
Sacramento, the County of Sacramento, Landowners within Pleasant Grove — Verona, the County
of Sutter, RD1000, and the County of Placer. The member agencies of the Sacramento North Area
Groundwater Management Authority (SNAGMA), member agencies of The American River Basin
Cooperating Agencies (ARBCA), member agencies of The Sacramento Metropolitan Water
Authority (SMWA), the signatures of The Sacramento City/County Office of Metropolitan Water
Planning’s “Water Forums,” and the member firms and interests of the Environmental Council of
Sacramento (ECOS). '

This project has been discussed regionally since 1994, and reviewed publicly and recommended for
completion in the “Water Forums Agreement,” (April, 2000) which was signed by over fifty (50)
local and regional groups, including Federal and State agencies. Virtually ninety-nine percent (99%)
of the agencies, organizations, and interest groups listed above are signatures of that agreement.

The NMWC has met and briefed all of those entities above, and is expecting consensus support for
the project. In order to formalize and assure local involvement and support, the NMWC wiil
continue its role in the “Water Forums” Successor Effort, SNAGMA as a governing board member,
and maintain regular monthly meetings to which all interest groups are invited. A significant
environmental interest group not specifically listed above is the City of Sacramento’s Habitat Plan
Operator, The Natomas Basin Conservancy (NBC), charged with the protection of endangered,
threatened and of-concern species within the NMWC service area.

The NMWC been elected by board vote to a position on the NBC Board of Directors to assure
continuity and integration of species protection management practices with the operations and
maintenance practices of both RD1000's flood control and NMWC’s water supply requirements.
The NMWC has submitted a Habitat Plan to USFWS for approval and expects to report annually
to the NBC on its activities.

Page 13
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H. Compliance with Standard Terms and Conditions

NMW(C has reviewed the Standard Terms and Conditions contained in Attachments D and E to the
PSP, and will comply with the state and federal standard terms. Through pervious funding
agreements, NMWC is familiar with both the application of state and federal standard clauses and
has the ability to implement them. The proposal submittal requirements, as requested in the PSP,
are attached to this proposal.

L Literature Cited

CALFED Bay-Delta Program. 2000. Ecosystem Restoration Projects and Programs, 2001.
Proposal Solicitation Package

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service June 1999. Six-Year Plan and Budget for Implementing the
Central Valley Project Improvement Act, Fiscal Years 1999 - 2004

Hanson, C.H. 1996 (Attached)
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. May 1997. Revised Draft Restoration Plan for the AFRP
J. Threshold Requirements

The requested Letters of Notification, Environmental Compliance Check List, Land Use Checklist,
and Contract Forms are attached to this proposal.
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Executive Summary
Project Title and Applicant Name:

Title: American Basin Fish Screen and Habitat Improvement Project
Applicant:  Natomas Mutual Water Company (NMWC)

Project Description and Primary Biological/Ecological Objectives:

This proposal requests cost share funding to perform the final design, complete the environmental
documents, and to obtain the necessary permits and licenses for the American Basin Fish Screen and
Habitat Improvement Project. The project involves the removal of a diversion dam, the
consolidation of diversions, and the addition of state-of-the-art fish screens to NMWC’s diversions
on the Sacramento River, between Verona and the American River, and on the Cross Canal. The
specific objectives of the project are to remove migration barriers; prevent straying and entrainment
of winter-run Chinook salmon, spring-run Chinook salmon, fall-run Chinook salmon, late fall-run
Chinook salmon, steelhead trout, splittail, green sturgeon, and other high risk species; and to
Improve aquatic, riverine, and riparian habitat.

Approach/Tasks/Schedule:

NMWC’s intended approach is to complete the design and environmental documentation in
consultation with the responsible resource and regulatory agencies, obtain the necessary permits,
procure the required right-of-way, obtain bids for construction, perform the relocation work,
construct the fish screen facility, and monitor its effectiveness. The design, environmental
docu:frllentation, and project management will be performed by NMWC with the assistance of
consultants.

The project phase for which funding is requested is Phase III — Final Design & Permitiing. The
primary tasks being performed under Phase III are the completion of a final design, completion of
environmental documentation and permitting, securing right of-way for construction, and preparation
of g c?rg. gtitive bid package for the project. Phase Il is currently scheduled for completion by the
end o 1.

Justification for Project and Funding by CALFED:

The elimination of migration barriers and entrainment losses at unscreened diversions, which result
in direct mortality to at-risk fishery resources, as well as the lack of critical rearing habitat, have
been identified as principal stressors by CALFED and CVPIA, and will be addressed by this project.
Biological monitoring has documented that winter-run, spring-run, fall-run, and late fall-run sized
juvenile Chinook salmon, steelhead, splittail, and other at-risk resident and migratory fish species
are currently entrained at similar unscreened diversions. The restoration project 1s, therefore,
consistent with CALFED ERP strategic goals for the 2001 Implementation Plan and CVPIA
priorities.

Budget Costs:

NMWC is seeking a $950,000 cost share for the final design and permitting phase of the project.
The project represents a cooperative effort with significant financial matching support through the
CVP%A Anadromous Fish Restoration Program. The balance of funding for this phase of the project
will be paid for by the federal government and/or local cost share.

Local Support/Coordination with Other Programs:

NMWC’s shareholders, local agencies, and water purveyors have expressed strong suéy_port for the
project. NMWC has provided funding for the project prior to Phase I funding by the
CALFED/CVPIA agreement, and expects to provide future financial support for the project.

The work for this project is being coordinated with the CVPIA Anadromous Fish Restoration
Program (AFRP), through consultation with its technical team. Coordination with the AFRP
technical team will be continued though the design, construction, and monitoring phases of the
project.
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Proposal for
American Basin Fish Screen
and Habitat Improvement Project

C. Project Description
1. Statement of the Problem.

a. Problem — This Proposal requests cost share funding from CALFED to perform the
Final Design and Permitting required for Natomas Mutual Water Company’s
(NMWC) American Fish Screen and Habitat Improvement Project. The specific goal
of the project is to remove a fish negative barrier, improve habitat, and prevent
entrainment of winter-run chinook salmon, spring-run chinook salmon, fall-run
chinook salmon, late fall-run chinook salmon, splittail, steelhead trout, green
sturgeon, and other high risk species. -

NMWC is a non-profit mutual water company that controls surface water rights for
over 250 landowners within the 55,000 acres known as the American Basin. As part
of its irrigation system, NMWC operates five (5) unscreened diversions, with a total
capacity of about 630 cfs. In addition, during some dry years, NMWC installs a dam
at the mouth of the Natomas Cross Canal and installs diesel lift pumps to draw water
from the Sacramento River into the Natomas Cross Canal. The Natomas Cross Canal
is a tributary to the Sacramento River, which channelizes flow from a number of
creeks to the east (refer to attached Figure 1 and paragraph 2.a., below). A map of
NMWC’s existing facilities is included as Figure 2, attached.

NMWC began the planning effort for this project in 1993. Initial studies by NMWC
looked at operational changes, the use of alternative type barriers, and the relocation
or consolidation of diversions. As a result of this initial planning, NMWC has
proposed a project to remove a diversion dam and pumps from the Natomas Cross
Canal, consolidate their five diversions to one or two facilities located on the
Sacramento River, and provide positive barrier fish screens on the consolidated
Sacramento River diversion(s).

NMWC has been coordinating the proposed project with local interest groups,
resource and regulatory agencies, and funding agencies for over five (5) years. The
project has been complicated by proposals from resource and local agencies which
could effect the scope of the project. The Department of Water Resources (DWR)
is proposing a conjunctive use project for the American Basin, which centered on
operational changes in NMWC’s service area. The Placer County Water Agency,
City of Sacramento, and the American River Basin Cooperating Agencies are
studying the relocation of some American River diversions to the Sacramento River,
by use of a combined diversion with NMWC. NMWC will coordinate the project
with these entities, but intends to move forward with the design of facilities to meet
their present needs.

The proposed project will remove a mitigation barrier, remove all diversion facilities
from the Cross Canal, consolidate diversion locations, provide positive barrier fish
screens, and assist in restoration of aquatic, riverine, and riparian habitat.
Entrainment caused by unscreened diversions, blockage of suitable habitat, lack of
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quality stream channe! and riparian habitats, and excessive predation has been
identified as key stressors affecting anadromous fish species in this area. The project
attempts to protect anadromous fish species by addressing NMWC’s potential impact
upon these stressors, and to assure a stable water supply to upland habitat considered
critical to other at-risk species such as the giant garter snake and the Swainson’s
hawk.

b. Conceptual Model — The proposed project is a full scale implementation project to
remove a fish negative barrier, consolidate diversions, and screen diversions.

Removal of the diversion dam will eliminate the isolation of a side channel and
tributary to the Sacramento River. In concept, removal of this barrier will partially
restore a natural flow regime and enhance access of sensitive fish species to historical
spawning habitats and critical rearing habitat.

Consolidation of diversions will restore critical habitat and reduce exposure of
sensitive fish species to diversions. Removal of diversions from the Natomas Cross
Canal will assist in restoration of natural flow regimes and restoration of riparian and
riverine habitat. In concept, this action will reduce potential for entrainment, assist
in restoration of critical rearing habitat and reduce potential for straying of migrating
anadromous fish species.

Installation of positive barrier screens will result in a substantial reduction of
entrainment mortality to winter-run chinook salmeon, spring-run chinook salmon,
steelhead trout, green sturgeon, splittail, white sturgeon, striped bass, fall-run
chinook salmon, and American shad. Based upon DFG and NMFS fish screen
criteria, resource agencies have estimated the reduction in entrainment losses of
juvenile fish (e.g., juvenile chinook salmon) to be approximately ninety-five percent
(95%) when compared with an existing unscreened diversion facility.

c. Hypotheses Being Tested — This implementation project does not specifically test or
compare any hypotheses. The restoration project targets CALFED goals 1,2, 3, and
4 as provided in the PSP and the CVPIA stressors of Quality of Accessible Stream
Channel! and Riparian Habitat, Blockage of or Reduced Access to Suitable Habutat,
Unscreened or Inadequately Screen Diversions, and Excessive Predation, aslisted in
Table 3 of PSP, Attachment G.

d. Adaptive Management — The project proposed for funding is a full scale restoration
project. The proposed positive barrier project was selected after consideration of
other options. Additionally, the feasability work for Phase I of the project, that is
nearing completion, contains a review of project alternatives. NMWC has been
considering options to this project, since 1993 and has been consulting with the
responsible resource and regulatory agencies, technical committees and local interest
groups for over five (5) years. All recommendations to date have led to the selection
of a project to consolidate diversions and provide positive barrier screens.
Operational changes were rejected due to a lack of any significant storage capacity.
Based upon large scale testing at Reclamation District No. 1004 and Reclamation
District No. 108, behavioral barriers could not meet the reduction in entrainment
efficiencies mandated by NMFS and DFG criteria.
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Extensive fisheries monitoring have been performed in the Sacramento River to
document species composition, seasonal occurrence and size distribution of juvenile
and adult fish in this arca of the river. Based upon DFG and NMFS fish screening
criteria, resource agencies have estimated the reduction in entrainment losses of
juvenile fish to be approximately ninety-five percent (95%) when compared to
existing unscreened diversion facilities. As such, the elimination of unscreened
diversion and mitigation barriers, which can directly result in the incidental take of
protected fish species, has been mandated by the federal and state agencies
responsible for protection of these species. NMWC is one of the largest remaining
unscreened diversions on the Sacramento River, and this project will, therefore, make
a significant step toward addressing the immediate needs of designated at-risk
species.

Design reviews by the AFSP technical team will assure that facilities are designed
in accordance with NMFS and DFG screening criteria. Monitoring incorporated as
part of the project will assure that the facility is constructed and operates in a manner
that provides maximum benefit to species of concern.

e. Education Objectives — The proposed project is not focused on education. However,
due to its proximity to the Sacramento area, the constructed facility will present a
unique opportunity for use as an education tool. NMWC will work with the City and
County of Sacramento to make the site attractive as an educational tool for school
groups, environmental interest groups, and other public interest groups.

2. Proposed Scope of Work.

a. Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of the Project — The project is located in the
Sacramento River Watershed in Sacramento and Sutter Counties. The project affects
the American Basin, the location of which is shown in the aftached Figure 1. The
consolidation of diversions along the left bank of the Sacramento River, from about
River Mile 65 to River Mile 79 is proposed. Also proposed, is the removal of
NMWC’s two (2) permanent diversions, and temporary cofferdam, from the Natomas
Cross Canal. The Natomas Cross Canal is the tributary to the Sacramento River, at
approximately River Mile 79, for the Coon Creek, Bunkham Slough, Markham
Ravine, Auburn Ravine, King Slough, Pleasant Grove Creek, and Curry Creek
Watersheds, see attached Figure 1.

The proposed project has direct impacts upon the following ecozones:

3.5  Sacramento River — Verona to Sacramento

9.1  American Basi.
The proposed project controlled is located at about latitude N 38°, 42", 527,
Jongitude W 121°, 36', 27", as shown on the enclosed 1: 100,000 scale
Sacramento USGS Quad Map.

b. Approach —~ NMWC’s intended approach is to perform the required studies, design,
and environmental work using the team shown in the Organization Chart, Figure 4,

included in Section 2. The proposed schedule and specific tasks are summarized in
Figure 5, included in Section 2. The major activities to complete the work, in
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chronological order, are to complete a feasibility study which evaluates various
altermatives; develop a preliminary design and prepare the required environmental
documentation; prepare a Final Design and obtain the required permits; perform the
project construction; and test and evaluate the facilities. This proposal requests cost
share funding for the work required to complete Phase III Final Design and
Permitting. The design, environmental documentation, permitting, and construction
supervision will be performed by NMWC, with the assistance of the existing team
of consultants. All work will be performed in consultation with the Anadromous
Fish Screen Program Technical Tearn, headed by the USFWS. The construction
work will be performed by a qualified contractor, under a competitively bid
construction contract. Upon start-up and commissioning ofthe facility, an evaluation
and monitoring program will be carried out in consultation with the DFG and the
NMES. NMWC will operate and maintain the facility with in-house staff, who will
be trained by the contractor and consultants during start-up.

C. Monijtoring and Assessment Plans — Extensive fisheries monitoring have been
performed in the Sacramento River to document the species composition, seasonal
occurrence, and size distribution of juvenile and adult fish entrained by unscreened
diversions. Data from these monitoring programs provides a basis for predicting
biological benefits associated with a positive barrier fish screen.

For this restoration project, monitoring and assessment plans will be geared toward
assuring compliance with DFG and NMFS screening criteria, and the mitigation
plans included the project’s environmental documents. The effort will begin during
the preliminary design and environmental assessment phase. This work will be
performed in consultation with the AFSP technical team, and responsible resource
and regulatory agencies as the project proceeds. The Final Design and environmental
documentation will be similarty reviewed and approved prior to proceeding with the
project construction.

During the Final Design Phase, a specific monitoring and assessment plan for the
completed facility will be developed in consultation with the AFSP techmical team
and other interested parties. This plan will address the requirements for inspections
and approvals during construction and the post construction evaluation and
monitoring of the facility performance. Construction monitoring will include, but
not be limited to, verification of compliance with screen specifications, inspection
of channel conditions, and testing of cleaning systems. Post construction evaluation
will include extensive measurement of velocities and adjustment of facility as
required to meet DFG and NMFS screening criteria. Underwater inspections will be
included to monitor facility operation and inspect channel conditions.

Additionally, along term operation and maintenance plan will be developed to assure
continued system integrity and operational compliance with screening criteria. The
plan will include, but not be limited to, record keeping requirements, periodic
underwater inspections to verify screen integrity, and monitoring of cleaning and
sediment control systems operation.

Mitigation and restoration requirements will be developed during preparation of

environmental documentation. Requirements for monitoring the success of
mitigation and restoration efforts will be developed in consultation with responsible
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agencies. Restoration efforts will also be coordinated with the Natomas Basin
Habitat Conservation Plan.

d. Data Handling and Storage — All data developed during the project will be kept on
file in the project manager’s office. Copies of data prepared digitally will be
routinely backed up and when complete archived on CDROM. As information is
finalized, reports will be prepared and distributed to all interested parties. Other data
will be made available upon written request to NMWC. At the completion of the
project all files will be maintained for a minimum of three (3) years.

e. Expected Products/Outcomes — Expected products of Final Design will include:

Geotechnical Report

Topographic Mapping

35% Design Submittal

85% Design Submuttal

100% Design Submittal

Bid set of Design Drawings, Specifications and Bid Documents

¥y Y vy ¥vv7 Y

These design submittals will be distributed to responsible project participants for
review and comment. Additionally regular presentations will be made to AFSP
technical team, and CALFED as requested, during development of design.

Expected products of Environmental Documentation and Permitting effort will
induce:

Public Draft of EA/IS (Internal draft prepared during Phase II)
Mitigated Negative Declaration/FONSI or EIR/EIS as required.
> Permitting per attached Environmental Checklist.

Distribution and reviews of environmental documents will comply with
CEQA/NEPA guidelines. Coordination meetings with appropriate
Resource/Regulatory Agencies will be organized as required. Presentations will be
made to CALFED as requested.

Additionally, NMWC will provide agreements, plans, presentations and reporting as
outlined in the PSP, Section 4.2.

f Work Schedule — The proposed project schedule is attached as Figure 5. Cost share
funding is being requested for Phase Il - Final Design and Permitting. The schedule
for Phase IIl is a continuation of work currently being performed on the project
Feasability, Preliminary Design, and Environmental Documentation. The schedule
includes detailed start/finish dates for each task. The major milestones are:

> Completion of Final Design by May 31, 2001
> Completion of Environmental Documentation by August 3, 2001
> Obtain Permits and Licenses by August 30, 2001

Payments for service contracts will be made on a monthly basis. Service contract

invoices will detail man-hours spent on each task, and level of effort will be gaged
against the project schedule.
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Deliverables associated with milestones are described in paragraph e, Expected
Products/Outcomes, as described above.

The Final Design task is dependant upon completion of the Geotechnical
Investigation, and Surveying and Mapping work as shown on the attached schedule.
These two (2) tasks can be completed independently of the Permitting and Licensing
effort, but could be incomplete if changes are noted in any subsequent permitting
effort.

Completion of the Permitting and Licensing task is dependant upon the preparation
of at least a partial Final Design. Some permit applications can be submitted based
upon the Preliminary Design and Environmental Documents produced in Phase II,
but there is a risk of changes if a more complete design is unavailable.

Without full funding support for the project subject to the approval of the Board of
Directors, NMWC may be able to continue some limited work on the final, but ata
much reduced level of effort. The project schedule will be moved back indefinitely
based upon the level of effort NMWC can afford to fund.

Feasibility — The described approach has been proven successful on a number of
Jarge screening projects in the Sacramento Valley and the Pacific Northwest. The
project represents a cooperative effort of resource and regulatory agencies and local
interests. The initial planning performed by NMWC established the option for
removal of facilities from the Natomas Cross Canal, reviewed the potential for
operational changes and compared the use of behavioral and physical barriers. The
recommendation for consolidation of diversions into one or two diversions with
positive barrier screens resulted from this internal planning.

tisd

The feasibility study, currently nearing completion, has compared a number of
project alternatives to developing the most feasible project. Biological resource
studies being performed during the feasibility phase will be used to gage any tmpacts
of the project alternatives for use in decision making. The selection of a project
alternative will include consideration of project costs, the ability to fund the project,
the potential environmental impacts of each alternative, the ability to address service
needs, the ability to operate and maintain project facilities, and the need to maximize
restoration efforts. ‘

The preliminary design and environmental documentation phase for the project will
immediately follow the feasibility study. (This phase of the project has been fully
funded and will be completed by the end of 2000.) The preliminary design will
establish the project facility requirements in consultation with responsible agencies.
The preliminary environmental documentation work will assess the impacts of the
specific project and determine all permitting needs. Upon completion of this phase
of the project, the scope of the project will be accurately defined and enable plarming
of funding needs for project construction.

The Final Design Phase for which this proposal has requested cost share funding has
been planned based upon past projects of similar scope. The effort required for
completion of Environmental Documentation and Permitting for the project is
similarly based upon past projects. The schedule for implementation of this phase
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ofthe project has been developed in consultation with responsible agencies and other
interested parties and is considered feasible.

The environmental checklist outlines permitting required for implementation of the
entire project, however, these permits are not required for performance of work on
this phase of the project. Delays in processing of permit applications could result in
a delay in completing the permitting deliverable and as a result, a delay in the start
of project construction. No delays are anticipated at this time.

The proposed project is consistent with current zoning regulations and planning
ordinances. Project design will comply with applicable standards. Field activities
required for this phase of the project will occur on NMWC or Reclamation District
No. 1000 (RD1000) property. NMWC has existing access agreements with RID1000
for the joint use facilities which may be effected by this project.
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D. Applicability to CALFED ERP Goals and Implementation Plan and CVPIA Priorities
1. ERP Goals and CVPIA Priorities.

This restoration project targets ERP Goals 1, 2, 3, and 4 as outlined in the PSP and the
CVPIA Stressors of Quality of Accessiblie Stream Channel Habitat, Blockage of or Reduced
Access to Suitable Habitat, Unscreened or Inadequately Screen Diversions and Excessive
Predation as listed in Table 3 of PSP, Attachment G. The project attempts to specifically
address the mortality of adult and juvenile winter-run chinook salmon, spring-run chinook
salmon, steelhead trout, green sturgeon, splittail, white sturgeon, stripped bass, fall-run
chinook salmon, and American shad. Improvements proposed will eliminate entrainment
mortality, remove blockages to suitable habitats, improve quality of accessible stream
channel and riparian habitat, reduce predation losses, and improve water quality.

The proposed project will address the imumediate needs of at-risk species by consolidating
and screening the facilities of one of the largest remaining unscreened diverters on the
Sacramento River. The continuing planning effort has characterized the site conditions,
reviewed test results and data on alternative technologies, and is currently geared toward
siting. An evaluation and monitoring program to be developed during the Final Design
Phase will provide for continuous monitoring and testing of the project.

Removal of diversions from the Natomas Cross Canal and consolidation of diversions will
allow for restoration efforts which will improve aquatic, riverine and riparian habitats.
Removal of the diversion dam and unscreened pumps from the Natomas Cross Canal will
restore a natural flow regime, and enhance access of sensitive fish species to historical
spawning habitats and critical rearing habitat. This restoration effort will also assist in
preventing straying of migratory fish into the Natomas Cross Canal, and associated
predation, by restoring natural outflow from the Natomas Cross Canal. This change will also
improve water quality, since all diversions will be from the Sacramento River, where the rate
of diversion will be a much smaller percentage of the stream flow. The area on the
Sacramento River where the consolidated diversions will be located is heavily channelized
due to its proximity to urban areas. I—Iardpoints have already been established, with levee
systems immediately adjacent to the river channel. Consolidation of diversions will assist
in restoration of riverine and riparian habitat in the area of abandoned diversions.

The implemented project will provide for a reliable water supply for agriculture and to
sustain critical habitat. NMWC provides the vast majority of surface water supply to the
Natomas Basin. The rice farming and winter re-flooding of fields practiced in the basin
provide critical habitat for waterfow! and at-risk species such as the giant garter snake and
Swainson’s hawk.

2. Reiationship to Other Ecosystem Restoration Projects.

NMWC is one of the largest remaining unscreened diversions on the Sacramento River. A
significant effort has been expended to date in screening large diversions from the
Sacramento River to prevent entrainment mortality. This projectrepresents a significant step
toward screening all large diversions from the Sacramento River.

Removal of the diversion dam from the Natomas Cross Canal is consistent with the

restoration efforts to remove migration barriers. Removal of diversion facilities from this
tributary is consistent with restoration efforts to prevent straying of migrating fish.
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The NMWC is the sole source of surface water supply to areas proposed for restoration by
the Natomas Basin Conservancy. This conservancy’s restoration effort is dependant on 2
reliable water supply.

The project is also being coordinated with the American River Basin Cooperating Agencies
and Sacramento Area Water Forum. NMWC represents the most significant source of
supply from the Sacramento River being considered by the Water Forum. The City of
Sacramento and Placer County Water Agency are currently attempting to dovetail a project
that will replace some American River supply with Sacramento River supply from NMWC’s
new consolidated diversion from the Sacramento River.

3. Request for Next-Phase Funding.

This proposal is the next phase of a project previously funded by CALFED and CVPIA. The
previous phase funding was applied to the Feasibility and Biological Resource Studies, and
the Preliminary Design and Environmental Assessment. Funding is being requested for the
Final Design, Environmental Documentation and Permitting Phase —Phase IH. The current
status of the project is shown on the attached schedule and is described along with the
accomplishiments to date in the enclosed Project Status Report.

4. Previous Recipients of CALFED or CVPIA Funding.

This proposal is for the next phase funding for the American Basin Fish Screen and Habitat
Improvement Project funded under agreements CALFED No. 98-B29 and CVPIA No. 99-
FC-20-0165. The current status of the project, and the progress accomplishments of the
project to date, are described in the enclosed Project Status Report.

5. System Wide Ecosystem Benefits.

System wide ecosystem benefits are described in Section D.2 above.
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E. Qualifications

Overview of Team. NMWC’s team for this project will be organized as shown on the Organization
Chart, Figure 4. NMWC’s consultants were selected based upon qualifications and their familiarity
with NMWC’s operation and facilities. The Project Manager and Engineer for the project, Ensign
& Buckley Consulting Engineers (EB) has been providing engineering services to NMWC for over
14 years. EB has provided services in the planning, design, and construction of over ten fish screen
projects in the State of California, and has worked on all of NMWC’s existing diversions. The
Environmental Consultant for the project, Miriam Green Associates (MGA) has performed extensive
work in the American Basin and has a great deal of experience with rare, threatened, and endangered
species. MGA. has extensive experience in the preparation and management of CEQA/NEPA
compliance documents. The Fisheries Biologist for the project, Hanson Environmental, Inc.
(Hanson), is a well-respected biological consulting firm, specializing in fisheries protection.
Hanson s team has performed a number of fisheries monitoring studies in the area, and has prepared
environmental documents and permit applications for several screening projecis.

Relevant Experience of Key Personnel. Following is a summary of the relevant experience of the
supervisory and key staff:

a. Ferrel H. Ensign is a Registered Civil and Agricultural Engineer in the State of California.
Mr. Ensign is a founding partner in Ensign & Buckley Consulting Engineers, a Fellow in
ASCE, and has 36 years of experience in the planning, design, and construction of water
resource projects. He has been responsible for the design of over 10 fish screens that have
been constructed and in the preliminary design of other facilities that were subsequently
constructed. He is knowledgeable of the current fish screening criteria of the NMFS and
DFG. He has designed sediment exclusion facilities for pumped and gravity irrigation
diversions, and hydroelectric facilities. He has acted as the Program Manager on numerous
major water resource projects for both private and public agencies including the supervision
of the design criteria preparation, plans preparation, specifications preparation, construction
management, and start-up testing.

b. Miriam Green has 15 years of experience in the environmental consulting field. Much of
this time has been spent conducting biological studies, with particular emphasis on
threatened and endangered species surveys throughout California and the Pacific Northwest.
Ms. Green is the owner and Principal Biologist of the environmental consulting firm Miriam
Green Associates. Established in November 1989, MGA is certified by the State of .
California and the City of Sacramento as 2 Women-Owned Small Business. The firm is
composed of an experienced group of independent consultants from Sacramento, Yolo, and
San Joaquin counties. All group members have extensive prior experience working for other
environmental consulting firms, either as permanent staff members or as subcontractors.
Collectively, MGA has been involved in the preparation and management of more than 300
Environmental Tmpact Reports (EIRs), Environmental Impact Statements (EISs), Initial
Studies, Biological Assessments, and other documentation, as required by the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
over the past 15 years. '

c. Dr. Charles M. Hanson is a professional fisheries biologist, with over 20 years of
experience in addressing fisheries issues on the Sacramento River and Bay-Delta system.
Dr. Hanson has supervised biological assessments and monitoring programs atover 15 major
water diversions. He has supervised the preparation of over 75 technical reports and papers
addressing intake screening issues, and has prepared environmental documentation, permit
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applications, and environmental monitoring and compliance programs for a large number of
water diversions on the Sacramento River and elsewhere.

d. Peter Hughes is the General Manager for NMWC, with 9 years of experience in the
agricultural water industry. He has worked for NMWC for over 9 years, and has extensive
knowledge of water rights and related water issues. Mr. Hughes helped found NCWA; was
a former executive committee member of the Sacramento River Contractors Association, and
has been on various committees for the Sacramento Region Water Forums. He has extensive
prior experience in management of commercial firms, including placement of public and
private financing. He is familiar with senior level financial reporting.

e Thomas Barandas is the Special Projects Manager for NMWC, and is a life-long resident
of American Basin. He has worked in the agricultural industry all of his life. His
responsibilities include overseemg the irrigation, recycle and drainage system, and pumping
plant operation; including supervision of field staff, and developing, implementing, and
reporting for maintenance budgets.

£ Stephen R. Sullivan is a Registered Civil Englneer in the State of Califomia, with a
background in design and construction of fish screening facilities, pumping plants, levee
construction, and irrigation facilities. He is experienced in the application of the NMFS and
the DFG fish screen criteria, and is familiar with the latest technologies in the field and the
latest designs used on the Sacramento River. He also has experience in coordination with
the agencies on the Anadromous Fish Screen Program Technical Team and is familiar with
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’s, the Reclamation Board s, and the DFG ’s requirements
for in river construction activities. Recent projects include: designed Reclamation District
No. 1004's Princeton Pumping Plant Fish Screen Facility; designed El Dorado Hydroelectric
Project Screened Diversion on. American River; performing feasibility work on White
Mallard Dam and Associated Diversion on Butte Creek; prepared long-term planning studies
for screening the Natomas Mutual Water Company’s five (5) Sacramento River Diversions;
evaluated improvements to the Northern California Power Authority’s Beaver Creek
Diversion; and prepared design details for the preliminary design of new fish screening
facility for PG&E’s intake on the Eel River. He has also designed and supervised the
construction of a number of facilities on the Sacramento River and its tributaries.
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K. Cost
1. Budget.

NMWC is requesting cost share funding for Final Design and Permitting, Phase III of the
project. Funding will be used to:

Perform topographic surveys and geophysical studies
Prepare final design and contract documents

Prepare a public draft and final environmental documentation
Obtain permits and licenses/ESA consultation

Prepare Project Evaluation and Monitoring plan

Perform Project Management

The budgeted costs requested for each task are identified in Table 1. The proposed budget
for Phase ITTis $1,900,000. NMW(C is requesting a fifty percent (50%) cost share, or a total
of $950,000, ffom CALFED as identified in Table 2. Based upon the size of the overall
project, the proposed budget is commensurate with the effort required to complete the work
required.

All of the work will be performed under service contracts with the exception of
administration work which will be performed by NMWC. The list of proposed consultants
and a breakdown of estimated amounts charged salaries and other direct costs are mcluded
in Table 3. No equipment purchases are anticipated. '

Consultant’s overhead costs are encompassed in charge rates. NMWC is not intending to
apply additional overhead charges for work performed.

The Project Management task budgets for the effort allotted to managing the completion of
tasks, subconsultant and agency coordination, compliance with reporting requirements,
processing of funding requirements, compliance with standard terms and conditions, and the
associated direct costs. ‘

2. Cost-Sharing.

NMWC began studies of the project in 1993, and funded all work on the project through
1999. A total of $450,000 in funding was provided by CALFED and CVPIA for the
previous phase of the project. This Phase I and II funding was allotted for work in 1999 and
2000, NMWC is now seeking $950,000 from CALFED for a fifty percent (50%) cost share
of Phase I work in 2001. In conjunction with this request, NMWC will be requesting
Federal Funding for the remaining Phase IIT cost share.

Without full funding support for the project subject to the approval of the Board of Directors,
NMWC may be able to continue some limited work on the final, but at amuch reduced level
of effort. The project schedule will be moved back indefinitely based upon the level of effort
NMWC can afford to fund.
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G. Local Involvement

This project is the single-purpose, or first phase, of a larger, multipurpose project benefitting several
communities. Therefore, public outreach efforts, aiready well underway, must address the interests
of company shareholders, as well as a number of specific communities, namely, the City of
Sacramento, the County of Sacramento, Landowners within Pleasant Grove — Verona, the County
of Sutter, RD1000, and the County of Placer. The member agencies of the Sacramento North Area
Groundwater Management Authority (SNAGMA), member agencies of The American River Basin
Cooperating Agencies (ARBCA), member agencies of The Sacramento Metropolitan Water
Authority (SMWA), the signatures of The Sacramento City/County Office of Metropolitan Water
Planning’s “Water Forums,” and the member firms and interests of the Environmental Council of
Sacramento (ECOS).

This project has been discussed regionally since 1994, and reviewed publicly and recommended for
completion in the “Water Forums Agreement,” (April, 2000) which was signed by over fifty (50)
local and regional groups, including Federal and State agencies. Virtually ninety-nine percent (99%)
of the agencies, organizations, and interest groups listed above are signatures of that agreement.

The NMWC has met and briefed all of those entities above, and is expecting consensus support for
the project. In order to formalize and assure local involvement and support, the NMWC will
continue its role in the “Water Forums” Successor Effort, SNAGMA as a governing board member,
and maintain regular monthly meetings to which all interest groups are invited. A significant
environmental interest group not specifically listed above is the City of Sacramento’s Habitat Plan
Operator, The Natomas Basin Conservancy (NBC), charged with the protection of endangered,
threatened and of-concern species within the NMWC service area.

The NMWC been elected by board vote to a position on the NBC Board of Directors to assure
continuity and integration of species protection management practices with the operations and
maintenance practices of both RD1000's flood control and NMWC’s water supply requirements.
The NMWGC has submitted a Habitat Plan to USFWS for approval and expects to report annually
to the NBC on its activities.
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H. Compliance with Standard Terms and Conditions

NMWC has reviewed the Standard Terms and Conditions contained in Attachments D and E to the
PSP, and wili comply with the state and federal standard terms. Through pervious funding
agreements, NMWC is familiar with both the application of state and federal standard clauses and

has the ability to implement them. The proposal submittal requirements, as requested in the PSP,
are attached to this proposal.

I. Literature Cited

CALFED Bay-Delta Program. 2000. Ecosystem Restoration Projects and Programs, 2001.
Proposal Solicitation Package

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service June 1999. Six-Year Plan and Budget for Implementing the
Central Valley Project Improvement Act, Fiscal Years 1999 - 2004

Hanson, C.H. 1996 (Attached)
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. May 1997. Revised Draft Restoration Plan for the AFRP
J. Threshold Requirements

The requested Letters of Notification, Environmental Compliance Check List, Land Use Checklist,
and Contract Forms are attached to this proposal.
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Appendix A

Existing Project Status

Project Description. Natomas Mutual Water Company (NMWC) is a non-profit mutual water
company that controls surface water rights for over 250 landowners within the 55,000 acres known
as the American Basin. As part of its irrigation system, NMWC operates five (5) unscreened
diversions, with a total capacity of about 630 cfs. In addition, during some dry years, NMWC installs
a dam at the mouth of the Natomas Cross Canal and installs diesel lift pumps to draw water from the
Sacramento River into the Natomas Cross Canal. A map of NMWC’s existing factlities is included
as Figure 2, attached. The goal of the American Basin Fish Screen and Habitat Improvement Project
is to remove all facilities from the Natomas Cross Canal and consolidate the diversions on the
Sacramento River to the extent possible. To accomplish the consolidation, some modifications will
be required to the internal irrigation and drainage systems.

NMWC began the planning effort for this project in 1993. Initial studies by NMWC looked at
operational changes, the use of alternative type barriers, and the relocation or consolidation of
diversions. As a result of this initial planning, NMWC has proposed a project to remove a diversion
dam and pumps from the Natomas Cross Canal, consolidate their five diversions to one or two
facilities located on the Sacramento River, and provide positive barrier fish screens on the
consolidated Sacramento River diversion(s).

NMWC has been coordinating the proposed project with local interest groups, resource and
regulatory agencies, and funding agencies for over five (5) years. The project has been complicated
by proposals from resource and local agencies which could effect the scope of the project. The
Department of Water Resources (DWR) is proposing a conjunctive use project for the American
Basin, which centered on operational changes in. NMWC's service area. The Placer County Water
Agency and City of Sacramento are studying the relocation of some American River diversions to
the Sacramento River, by use of a combined diversion with NMWC. NMWC will coordinate the
project with these entities, but intends to move forward with the design of facilities to meet their
present needs.

Scientific Merit, The proposed project will remove a mitigation barrier, remove all diversion
facilities from the Cross Canal, consolidate diversion locations, provide positive barrier fish screens,
and assist in restoration of aquatic, riverine, and riparian habitat. Entrainment caused by unscreened
diversions, blockage of suitable habitat, lack of quality stream channel and riparian habitats, and
excessive predation has been identified as key stressors affecting anadromous fish species in this area.
The project attempts to protect anadromous fish species by addressing NMWC's potential impact
upon these stressors, and to assure a stable warer supply to upland habitat considered critical to other
at-risk species such as the giant garter snake and the Swainson’s hawlk.

Current Status of the Project. The NMWC is nearing completion of the previously funded
Feasibility Study and is on schedule to complete the second phase of the project, Preliminary Design
and Environmental Documentation, by the end of 2000. The current project schedule is attached
to the proposal.
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The goal of the Feasibility Study is to identify diversion consolidation alternatives which are
practical, maintain the current level of service, minimize environmental impacts, and maximize
restoration. efforts. Seven (7) viable alternatives for consolidating diversions have been identified and
conceptual cost estimates for each are nearly complete. Existing data available for use in designing
facilities (i.e., COE GIS mapping of Sacramento River) has been compiled. Flow information has
been compiled and analyzed to develop design parameters for layout and sizing of diversions. A
schedule of demands has been developed for sizing of the consolidated diversions and associated
distribution facilities. The existing distribution system model has been modified to evaluate service
from each alternative. The alternatives have been presented to AFSP Technical Team, to obtain
their input into the feasibility work.

In conjunction with the feasibility study, an initial biological assessment of the alternatives is being
performed. Initial site visits were performed with terrestrial and fisheries biologist to select and define
the project alternatives. Available information on special species status has been compiled Field
surveys have been performed to identify critical habitat, potential impacts upon at-risk species, and
to characterize the habitat which may be affected by each project alternative. No unexpected
impacts have been identified.

Preparation of the feasibility study and biological resource reports have begun. The project is on
schedule and selection of an alternative by the end of June 2000, is expected. Once an alternative
is selected, work will begin on prepararion of the Preliminary Design and Environmental
Assessment/Initial Study. This project phase has also been funded by CALFED/CVPIA.

The project is on budget and with the exception of future funding needs, no ocutstanding regulatory
or implementation issues have been identified.

Summary of Data Collection and Monitoring. The summary of data collection is included under
project status report. The monitoring at this phase consists of coordination with AFSP Technical
Team and responsible agencies. The alternatives have been presented in AFSP Technical Team and
their input has been used in conducting the feasibility work.
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Natomas

i Mutual Water Company

2601 Wast Slkhorn

Boulgvard

Rio Linda

A 95872

916 412 5938

FAX 418 8591

Email NatomasH20
@ zol.com

May 15, 2000

Mr. Gary Stonehouse
Planning Division

City of Sacramento
1231 1 Street, Room 300
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Stonehouse:

Enclosed within you will find a copy of our proposal to CALFED to secure funding for
Final Design and Permitting work on the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project. A copy of this proposal is being provided as prior notification of
a proposed project which may be within your sphere of influence.

Should you have any questions regarding the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project and how it may effect land use under the jurisdiction of the City
Planning Division, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,
NATOMAS MUTUAL WATER COMPANY

L

General Manager

PIH:m
PROPOSALCALFED.DOC

Enclosure



2801 West Elkhormn

Boulevard

Rio Linda

CA 95673

918 419 5935

FAX 412 3821

Email Natomashz20
@ aol.com

Naiocmas
Mutual Water Company

May 15, 2000

Ms. Valerie Burrowes
City Clerk

City of Sacramento
915 I Street, Room 304

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Burrowes:

Enclosed within you will find a copy of our proposal to CALFED to secure funding for
Final Design and Permitting work on the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project. A copy of this proposal is being provided as prior notification of
a proposed project which may be within your sphere of influence.

Should you have any questions regarding the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project and how it may effect land use under the jurisdiction of the City
Clerk’s office, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,
NATOMAS MUTUAL WATER COMPANY

VG0 e

Peter J. Hughes
Genera¥ Manager

PJH:m
PROPOSALCALFED.DOC

Enclosure



2801 Waest Ellkhom

Boulevard

8ié Linda

CA 9BE73

G156 419 5858

FAX 413 8891

Email NatomaskHz0
@aol.com

Matomas

s T AAS~L N e b g
Mutual Water Company

May 15, 2000

Mr. Jim Sequeira
Utilities Department
City of Sacramento
1395 35" Ave
Sacramento, CA 95822

Dear Mr. S e/qéir#/‘//

Enclosed within you will find a copy of our proposal to CALFED to secure funding for
Final Design and Permitting work on the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project. A copy of this proposal is being provided as prior notification of
a proposed project which may be within your sphere of influence.

Should you have any questions regarding the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project and how it may effect land use under the jurisdiction of the City
Utilities Department, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,
NATOMAS MUTUAL WATER COMPANY

eter J. Hughes
General Manager .

PIdim
PROPOSALCALFED.DOC

Enclosure



Muty

2601 West £lkhorm

Boulevard

Rio Linda

CA 558723

916 419 5838

FAX 419 8631

Email Naicmask20
@aol.com

Naiomas

iat Water Company

May 15, 2000

Mr. George Musaliam

Public Works Department

Sutter County

1160 Civic Center Boulevard, Suite D
Yuba City, CA 95993

Dear Mr. Musallam:

Enciosed within you will find a copy of our proposal to CALFED to secure funding for
Final Design and Permitting work on the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project. A copy of this proposal is being provided as prior notification of
a proposed project which may be within your sphere of influence.

Should you have any questions regarding the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project and how it may effect land use under the jurisdiction of the Sutter
County Public Works Department, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,
NATOMAS MUTUAL WATER COMPANY

Mghes

General Managér

PIH:m
PROPOSALCALFED.DOC

Enclosure



2301 West Elkharn

Bouievarg

Ric Linda

CA 8EE72

916 419 5936

FAX 419 8691

Email MatomasH20
@ao0l.com

Naicmas

Mutual Water Company

May 15, 2000

Mzr. Thomas Hutchins

Neighborhood Planning and Community Development
Sacramento County

827 7™ Street, Room 230

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Hutchins;

Enclosed within you will find a copy of our proposal to CALFED to secure funding for
Final Design and Permitting work on the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project. A copy of this proposal is being provided as prior notification of
a proposed project which may be within your sphere of influence.

Should you have any questions regarding the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project and how it may effect land use under the jurisdiction of the

Neighborhood Planning and Community Development Department, please feel free to
contact me.

Sincerely,
NATOMAS MUTUAL WATER COMPANY

) oy b

/Peter J/Hughes
General Manage

PIH:m
PROPOSALCALFED.DOC

Enclosure



2501 West Elkhorn

Baulevarc

Bio Linda

CA 95673

216419 5838

FAX 412 3691

Emeal NatomasH2G
@acl.com

MNatcmas

Mutual Walisr Company

May 15, 2000

Mr. Jane Sekelsky

Division of Land Management
California State Lands Commission
1807 13™ Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Sekelsky:

Enclosed within you will find a copy of our proposal to CALFED to secure funding for
Final Design and Permitting work on the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project. A copy of this proposal is being provided as prior notification of
a proposed project which may be within your sphere of influence.

Should you have any questions regarding the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project and how it may effect land use under the jurisdiction of the
Division of Land Management, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,
NATOMAS MUTUAL WATER COMPANY

-

Peter J. Hughes
General Manager

PIH:m
PROPOSALCALFED.DOC

Enclosure



Naiomas
Mutual Water Company

2601 West Etkhom

Zeulevard

Riz Linda

CA 95573

G768 412 5938

FAX 412 8881

Email NatomasH20
@acl.com

May 15, 2000

Mr. Jim Clifton
Reclamantion District 1000
1633 Garden Hwy
Sacramento, CA 95 833,

Dear Mr. \?,écon

Enclosed within you will find a copy of our proposal to CALFED to secure funding for
Final Design and Permitting work on the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project. A copy of this proposal is being provided as prior notification of
a proposed project which may be within your sphere of influence.

Should you have any questions regarding the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project and how it may effect land use under the jurisdiction of the
Reclamation District 1000, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,
NATOMAS MUTUAL WATER COMPANY

ér J. Hughes

General Manager

PIJH:m
PROPOSALCALFED.DOC

Enclosure
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2801 Weast BElkhorn

Bculevard

Rio Linda

TA 98873

216 419 5836

FAX 419 8691

Emazil NatocmasH20
@acicom

May 15, 2000

Mr. Einar Maisch

Director of Planning and Marketing
Placer County Water Agency
P.O.Box 6570

Auburn, CA 9560

, 4 M
Dear Mr. M/a/s‘ch:

Enclosed within you will find a copy of our proposal to CALFED to secure funding for
Final Design and Permitting work on the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project. A copy of this proposal is being provided as prior not1ﬁcat10n of
a proposed project which may be within your sphere of influence.

Should you have any questions regarding the American Basin Fish Screen & Habitat
Improvement Project and how it may effect land use under the jurisdiction of the Placer
County Water Agency, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

JTUAL WATER COMPANY

General Manager

PIH:m
PROPOSALCALFED.DOC

Enclosure



Environmental Compliance Checklist

All applicants must fill out this Environmental Compliance Checklist. Applications must contain
answers to the following questions to be responsive and to be considered for funding. Failure to
answers these questions and include them with the application will result in the application being

considered nonresponsive and not considered for funding.

1.

Do any of the actions included in the proposal require compliance with either the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), or both?

X
YES NO

If you answered yes to #1, identify the lead governmental agency for CEQA/NEPA
compliance.

Reclamation Distrct No. 1000 (CEQA), Bureau of Reclamation (NEPA)
Lead Agency

If you answered no to #1, explain why CEQA/NEPA compliance is not required for the
actions in the proposal.

If CEQA/NEPA compliance is required, describe how the project will comply with
cither or both of these laws. Describe where the project is in the compliance process
and the expected date of completion.

An initial study/environmental assessment is being drafted as part of the previously funded
Phase II of project and a Mitigated Negative Declaration/FONSI or an EIR/EIS will be
prepared during Phase III of the project which is currently being proposed for funding.

Will the applicant require access across the public or private property that the
applicant does not own te accomplish the activities in the proposal.

X (See Agreement under Attachments)
YES NO

If yes, the applicant must attach written permission for access from the relevant
property owner(s). Failure to include written permission for access may result in
disqualification of the proposal during the review process. Research and monitoring
field projects for which specific field locations have not been identified will be required
to provide access and needs and permission for access with 30 days of notification of
approval.



6. Please indicate what permits or other approvals may be required for the activities
contained in your proposal. Check all boxes that apply.

LOCAL

Conditional use permit
Variance

Subdivision Map Act approval
Grading permit

General plan amendment
Specific plan approval

1T

Rezone
Williamson Act Contract
cancellation
Other
(Please specify)
None required
STATE
CESA Compliance X (CDFG)
Streambed alternation permit X (CDFG)
CWA § 401 certification X (RWQCB)
Coastal development permit (Coastal Commission/BCDC)
Reclamation Board approval X
Notification (DPC, BCDC(C)
Other Change in Point of Diversion _ X (SWRCB)
(Please specify)
None required
FEDERAL
ESA Consultation X (USFWS and NMFS)
Rivers & Harbors Act permit X (ACOE)
CWA § 404 permit X (ACOE)
Other
(Please specify)

None required

Note: The proposal is for final design and permitting only. Permits will be obtained during this
phase, but actual construction activities will not occur until following phase.

DPC = Delta Protection Commission ESA = Endangered Species Act

CWA = Clean Water Act CDFG = California Department of Fish and Game
CESA = California Endangered Species Act RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board
USFWS =U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service =~ BCDC = Bay Conservation and Development Comm.
ACOE =U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers

NMFS = National Marine Fisheries Service SWRCB = State Water Resources Control Board
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Land Use Checklist

All applicants must fill out this Land Use Checklist for their proposal. Applications must contain
answers to the following questions to be responsive and to be considered for funding. Failure to

answers these questions and include them with the application will result in the application being
considered nonresponsive and not considered for funding.

1.

Do the actions in the proposal involve physical changes to the land (i.e. grading,
planting, vegetation, or breeching levees) or restrictions in land use (i.e. conservation
easement or placement of land use in wildlife refuge)?

X
YES NO

If you answered NO to #1, explain what type of actions are inveolved in the proposal (i.e.
research only, planning only).

Final design of fish screen facilities (planning only).
If YES to #1, what is the proposed land use change or restriction under the proposal?

If YES to #1, is the land currently under a Williamson Act contract?

- YES NO

If YES to # 1, answer the following:

Current land use
Current zoning
Current general plan designation

If YES to # 1, is the land classified as Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide
Importance or Unique Farmland on the Department of Conservation Important
Farmland Maps?

YES NO

If YES to # 1, how many acres of land will be subject to physical change or land use
restrictions under the proposal? '

If YES to # 1, is the property currently being commercially farmed or grazed?

YES NO

If YES to # 8, what are the number of employees/acre
the total number of employees



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Will the applicant acquire any interest in land under the proposal (free title or a
conservation easement)?

X:’:
YES NO

*Project Phase for which funding is requested only includes Final Design and Permitting.
Extent of land required for complete project has yet to be determined.

What entity/organization will hold the interest?_Natomas Mutual Water Company
If YES to # 10, answer the following:
Total number of acres to be acquired under proposal

Number of acres to be acquired in fee
Number of acres to be subject to conservation easement

For all proposals involving physical changes te the land or restriction in land use,
describe what entity or organization will:

manage the property
provide operations and maintenance services
conduct monitoring

For land acquisition (fee title or easements), will existing water rights also be acquired?

X
YES NO -

Does the applicant propose any modifications to the water right or change in the
delivery of the water?

X
YES NO

If YES to # 15, describe _The consolidation of Natomas Mutual Water Company’s five (5)
existing diversions will require a Change in the Point of Diversion(s).

HAWPDATAWTANC-HALAND USE CHECKLIST.DOC



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

STD. 19 (REV. 3-95)

COMPANY NAME

Natomas Mutual Water Company

The company named above (herinafter referred to as "prospective contractor") hereby certifies, unless
specifically exempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) and California Cede of
Regulations, Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reporting requirements and the
development, implementation and maintenance of a Nondiscrimination Program. Prospective contractor
agrees not to unlawfully discriminate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant fof
employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, physical disability
(including HIV and AIDS), medical condition (cancer), age (over 40), marital status, denial of family

care leave and denial of pregnancy disability leave.

CERTIFICATION

I, the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized to legally bind the prospective
contractor to the above described certification. I am fully aware that this certification, executed on the

date and in the county below, is made under pernalty of perjury under the laws of the State of
California. ‘

QFFICIAL'S NAME

Peter J. Hughes

DATE EXECUTED

EXECUTED IN THE COUNTY OF

May 12, 2000 Sacramento

General ¥lanager

PROSPECTIVE CONTRACTOR'S LEGSAL BUSINESS NAME
Natomas Mutual Water Company




STATE OF CALIFORNIA

NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

STD. 1S (REV. 3-55)

COMPANY NAME

Ensign & Buckley Consulting Engineers

The company named above (herinafter referred to as "prospective contractor”) hereby certifies, unless
specifically exempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) and California Code of
Regulations, Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reporting requirements and the
development, implementation and maintenance of a Nondiscrimination Program. Prospective contractor
agrees not to unlawfully discriminate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant fof
employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, physical disability
(including HIV and AIDS), medical condition (cancer), age {over 40), marital status, denial of family

care leave and denial of pregnancy disability leave.

CERTIFICATION

I, the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized to legally bind the prospective
contractor to the above described certification. I am fully aware that this certification, executed on the
date and in the county below, is made under penalty of perjury under the laws of the Swte of
California.

OFFICIAL'S NAME

Ferrel H. Ensign

DATE EXECUTED ‘ EXECUTED IN THE COUNTY OF

May 12, 2000 Sacramento

PROSPECTIVE CONTRACTCR'S SIGNATURE 7 /g »

PROSPECTIVE CONTRACTOR'S TITLE

Partner

PROSPECTIVE CONTRACTOR'S LEGAL BUSINESS NAME

Ensign & Buckley Consulting Engineers




STATE OF CALIFORNIA

NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

STD. 19 (REV. 3-95}

COMPANY NAME

Miriam Green Associates

The company named above (herinafter referred to as "prospective contractor”) hereby certifies, unless
specifically exempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) and California Code of
Regulations, Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reporting requirements and the
development, implementation and maintenance of a Nondiscrimination Program. Prospective contractor
agrees not to unlawfully discriminate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant fof
employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, physical disability
{including HIV and AIDS), medical condition (cancer), age (over 40), marital status, denial of family

care leave and denial of pregnancy disability leave. -

CERTIFICATION

1, the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized to legally bind the prospective
contractor to the above described certification. I am fully aware that this certification, executed on the

date and in the county below, is made under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of
California.

QFFICIAL'S NAME

Miriam Green

DATE EXECUTED EXECUTED IN THE COUNTY QF

May 12, 2000 Sacramento

FROSPECTIVE CONTRACTCR'S SIGNATU %
Z %MW P W

PROSPECTIVE CONTRACTOR'S TITLE
Owner

FROSPECTIVE CONTRACTCR'S LEGAL BUSINESS NAME
Miriam Green Associates




APPLICATION FOR

OMB Approval No, 0348-0043

2. DA'I;E SUBWMITTED
May 15, 20

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE

Applicant Identifier
00

1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION: 3. DATE RECEIVED BY

plication Preapplication

STATE State Application Identifier

A
I:JE‘ Construction
E] Non-Construction

[] construction
D Non-Construction

4. DATE RECEIVED BY

FEDERAL AGENCY |Federal Identifier

5. APPLICANT INFORMATICON

Legdi Name:
Natomas Central Mutual Water Company (NCMW

Organizational UnitPetexr Hughes {916) 419-5936
C) T

Address (give city, county, Stale, and zip code):
2601 W. Elkhorn Boulevard
Rio Linda, California 95673

Name and telephone number of person to be contacted on matters involving
this application (give area code)

6. EMPLCOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (EIN):
9 J4|—lo]7]ofsi9}9]5]
8. TYPE OF APPLICATION:

E’;[ New

If Revision, enter appropriate letter(s) in box(es)

D Revision

R

C. Increase Duraticn

I:l Continuation

A. Increase Award B. Decrease Award
D. Decrease Duration  Other(specify):

7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (enter appropriate fetter in box)

A. State H. independent School Dist.

B. County l. State Controlled Institution of Higher Learning
C. Muricipal J. Private University

D. Township K. Indiar: Tribe

E. Interstate L. Individual

F. Intermunicipal M. Profit Organization )
G. Special District N, Other (Specifyy NOR—Profit
Organization

9. NAME OF FEBERAL AGENCY:

Bureau of Reclamation

CVPIA

10. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER:

IR
TTee:  N/A

12. AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT (Cities, Counties, States, ete.):
Sutter County, Sacramento County,
Sacramento City

L 1]

11. DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:

American Basin Fish Screen and
Habitat Improvement Project

13. PROPOSED PROJECT 14, CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF: 2 ; 3 , 4 , and 5 California
Start Date Ending Date  |a. Applicant NCMWC . b.Project Fish Screen
11-24-00| 8-30-01 ' -
15. ESTIMATED FUNBING: 16. IS APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE
QRDER 12372 PROCESS?
a. Federal 3 .°° ‘
CVPIA 950,000 a. YES. THIS PREAPPLICATION/APPLICATION WAS MADE
b. Applicant $ @ AVAILABLE TC THE STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372
PROCESS FOR REVIEW ON:
c. State $ - n
CALFED 550,600 DATE
d. Local $ =
h. No. [1 PROGRAM 1S NOT COVERED BY E. O. 12372
e. Other [ o 0 OR PROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE
FOR REVIEW
f. Program income $ »
17. IS THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBT?
g. TOTAL $ 1,900,000 2 I Yes If “Yes," attach an explanation. i No

ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE ASSISTANCE 1S AWARDED.

18. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APPLICATION/PREAPPLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT, THE
DOCUMENT HAS BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODRY CF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE

a. Type Name of Authorized Represemative b, Titlle

General Manager

c. Telephone Number

(916) 419-5936

e. Date Signed
May 15, 20060

Authorized fotfocat Reprgduction

Standard Form 424 (Rev. 7-87)
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102
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ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

OME Approval No. 0348-0040

Public reporting burden for this coliection of information is estimated to average 15 minutes per response, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and compieting and reviewing the collection of
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for
reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budgst, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0040), Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

NOTE: Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program. if you have questions, please contact the
awarding agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to additional assurances. If such

As the duly authorized representative of the appiicant, | certify that the applicant:

1.

is the case, you will be notified.

Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance
and the institutional, managerial and financial capability
(including funds sufficient io pay the non-Federal share
of project cost) to ensure proper pianning, management
and completion ¢f the project described in this
application.

Wil give the awarding agency, the Comptroller General
of the United States and, if appropriate, the State,
through any authorized reprasentative, access to and
the right to examine all records, books, papers, or
documents related to the award; and will establish a
proper accounting system in accordance with generally
accepted accounting standards or agency directives.

Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from
using their positions for a purpose that constitutes or
presents the appearance of personal or organizational
conflict of interest, or personal gain.

Will initiate and complete the work within the applicabie
time frame after receipt of approval of the awarding
agency.

Will comply with the Iniergovernmental Personnel Act of
1970 (42 U.S.C. §84728-4763) relating to prescribed
standards for merit systems for programs funded under
one of the 19 statutes or regulations specified in
Appendix A of OPM's Standards for a Merit System of
Personne! Administration (5 C.F.R. 800, Subpart F).

Will comply with all Federal statutes relating to
nondiscrimination. These inciude but are not limited to:
(2} Tite VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352)
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, colcr
or national origin; (b) Tite IX of the Education
Amendmenis of 1972, as amended (20 U.S.C. §§1681-
1683, and 1685-1686), which prohibits discrimination on
the basis of sex; (¢) Section 504 of the Rehabiiitation

Previeus Edition Usable

Authorized for Local Reproduction

Act of 1873, as amended (29 U.S.C. §794), which
prehibits discrimination on the basis of handicaps; (d)
the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42
U.S.C. §§6101-6107), which prohibits discrimination
on the basis of age; () the Drug Abuse Office and
Treatmant Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-255), as amended,
refating to nondiscrimination on the basis of drug
abuse; (f} the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and
Alccholism Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation
Act of 1870 (P.L. 91-616), as amended, relating to
nondiscrimination on the hasis of alcohol abuse or
alcoholism; (g) §§523 and 527 of the Public Hesith
Service Act of 1912 (42 U.5.C. §8290 dd-3 and 290 ee
3), as amended, relating to cenfidentiality of alcohcl
and drug abuse patient records; (h) Title VIII of the
Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.8.C. §§3601 et seq.), as
amended, relating tc nondiscrimination in the sale,
rental or financing of housing; (i) any other
nondiscrimination provisions in the specific statuie(s}
under which application for Federal assistance is being
made; and, () the requirements of any other
nondiscrimination statute{s) which may apply to the
application.

Will comply, or has already complied, with the
requiremenis of Titles [! and i of the Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Policies Act of 1970 (P.L. 21-648) which provide for
fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced or
whose preperty is acquired as a result of Federal or
federaily-assisted programs. These requirements apply
to all interests in real properly acquired for project
purposes regardless of Federal participation in
purchases.

Will comply, as applicable, with provisions of the
Haich Act (5 U.S.C. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328)
which limit the political activities of employses whose
principal employment activities are funded in whols or
in part with Federal funds.

Standard Form 4248 (Rev. 7-97)
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102



9.

Will comply, as applicabie, with the provisions of the Davis-
Baccn Act {40 U.S.C. §§276a to 276a-7), the Copeland Act
{40 U.S.C. §276c and 18 L.8.C. §874), and the Contract
Woerk Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.S.C. §§327-
333), regarding laber standards for federally-assisted
construction subagreements.

107 Will comply, if applicable, with flood insurance purchase

11,

requirements of Section 102{a) of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which requires
recipients in a special flood hazard area to participate in the
program and to purchase flocd insurance if the total cost of
insurable consiruction and acquisition is $10,000 or mare.

Wiil comply with envircnmental standards which may be
prescribed pursuant tc the following: (a) institution of
environmental quality control measures under the Nationai
Environmental Pclicy Act of 196% (P.L. 91-19Q) and
Executive Order (EC) 11514; (b} notification of violating
facilities pursuant to EQ 11738; (c) protection of wetlands
pursuant to EQ 11980; (d) evaluaticn of flood hazards in
floodplains in accerdance with EQ 11988; {e) assurance of
project consistency with the approved State management
pregram developed under the Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1972 {16 U.8.C. §§1451 et seq.); (f) conformity of
Federal actions to State {Clean Air) Implementation Plans
under Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act of 1955, as
amended (42 U.S.C. §§7401 et seq.); (g) protecticn of
underground sources of drinking water undar the Safe
Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amended (P.L. 93-523);
and, {h) protection of endangered species under the
Endangerad Species Act of 1873, as amended (P.L. 98-
205).

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

i7.

18.

Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
1968 (16 U.8.C. §§1271 &t seq.) related to protecting
components or potential components of the national
wild and scenic rivers system.

Will assist the awarding agency in assuring compliance
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservaticn
Act of 1966, as amended {16 U.S5.C. §470), EQ 11583
{identification and protection of historic properties), and
the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of
1974 (16 U.S.C. §§46%a-1 et seq.).

Wil comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection of
human subjects involved in research, development, and
related activities supported by this award of assistance.

Will comply with the Laboratory Animal Welfare Act of
1966 (P.L. 89-544, as amended, 7 U.S.C. §§2131 et
seq.) pertaining to the care, handling, and treatment of
warm blooded animals heid for research, teaching, or
other activities supported by this award of assistance.

Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning
Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. §§4801 et seq.) which
prehibits the use of lead-based paint in construction or
rehabilitation of residence structures.

Will cause to be performed the required financial and’
compliance audits in accordance with the Single Audit
Act Amendments of 1998 and OMB Circular No. A-133,
"Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit
Organizations.”

Will comply with all applicable requirermnents of all other
Federal laws, exscutive arders, regulations, and policies
governing this program.

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL

TITLE

General Manager

APPLICANT ORGANIZATIO

Natomas Mutua?/Water Conmpany

DATE SUBMITTED
May 15, 2000

Standard Form 4248 (Rev. 7-97} Bac



U.S. Department of the Interior

Certifications Regarding Debarment, Suspension and
Other Responsibility Matters, Drug-Free Workplace
Requirements and Lobbying

*Persons signing this form should refer to the regulations
referenced below for complete instructions:

.Centification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Cther
Responsibility Matters - Primary Covered Transactions - The
prospective primary participant further agrees by submitting
this proposal that it will include the clause ftitled,
"Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility
and Voluntary Exclusian - Lower Tier Covered Transaction,”
provided by the depariment or agency entering into this
covered ransaction, without modification, in all lower tier
covered transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier
covered fransactions. See below for l[anguage to be used; use
this form for certification and sign; or use Department of the
ImteriorForm 1954 (D1-1854). (See Appendix A of Subpart D of
43 CFR Part 12.)

Ceffication Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and
Voluntary Exclusion - Lower Tier Cov ered Transactions - (See
Appendix B of Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12.)

Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements -
Aterate |, (Grantees Cther Than Individuals} and Alternate |1,
(Grartess Who are Individuals) - (See Appendix C of Subpart D
of 43 CFR Part 12.)

Snatueon this form provides for compliance with certif ication
requrements under 43 CFR Parts 12 and 18. The certifications
shalbe treated as a material representation of fact upon which
reliance will be placed when the Department of the Interior
datemines to award the covered transaction, grant, cooperative
agreement or loan.

PART A:
Primary Covered Transactions

Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspens:on and Other Responsibility Matters -

CHECK

__IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR A PRIMARY COVERED TRANSACTION AND 1S APPLICABLE.

{1) The prospectiv e primary participant certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief, that it and its principals:

(a) Arenctpesertly debared, suspendad, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or v oluntarily excluded from covered

transactions by any Federal department or agency;

(b) Havenctwithinathresyear period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had z civil judgment rendered against them
forcommission of fraud or a criminal of fense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or perferming a public
(Federd, State orlocal) ransaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of Federai or State antitrust statutes or
commission & embezement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of records, making false statements, or

receiving stolen property;

() Aot presertly ndcted foror ctherwise criminally or civilly charged by a govemmental entity (Federal, State or local) with
commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1)(b} of this certification; and

(d) Heverctwihnatheeyear period preceding this application/proposal had one or more pubiic transactions (Federal,.State

cr local) terminated for cause or defauit.

(2)  Wherethe prospectiv e primary participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such prospective

participant shall attach an expianation io this proposal.

PART B:
Lower Tier Covered Transaciions

Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Excius:on -

CHECK _

IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR A LOWER TIER COVERED TRANSACTION AND |S AFPLICABLE,

(1) The prospective ower tier paticipant cartifies, by submission of this proposal, that neither it nor its pnnc:pa}s is prasently debarred,
suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction by any

Federal department or agency .

s

(2) Whesthe pospective lower tier participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such prospective

participant shall attach an explanation to this propesal.

DI-2010

March 1995

(This form consolidates D1-1953, DI-1954,
Di-1855, DI-1858 and DI-1963)



PARTC: Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements

CHECK X_(F THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR AN APPLICANT WHO 1S NOT AN INDIVIDUAL.

Alternate |. {Grantees Other Than Individuals)

- A. The grantee certifies that it will or continue to provide a drug-free workplace by :

(a)

(@

(©

(d)

(e)

®

(9)

Pubtshing a stetement nctify ing empioy ees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of a
centroled substance s prohibited in the grantee’s workplace and specify ing the actions that will be taken against employees
for viclation of such prohibition;

Establishing an cngoing drug-free awareness program to inform employ ees about--

(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the warkplace;

(2) The grantee's policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace;

(3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employ ee assistance programs; and

(4) The penaities that may be imposed upon employ ees for drug abuse viclations cccurring in the workplace;

Meking t a equirement thet each employ ee to be engaged in the performance of the grant be given a copy of the staiement
reguired by paragraph (a);

Ncifying the employee in the statement required by paragraph (g) that, as a condition of employ ment under the grant, the

employ ee will —

{1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and )

{2)  Ndify the employerinwitng of His or her conviction for a violation of a criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace
na later than five calendar day s after such conviction;

Neify ing the agency inwriting, within ten calendar day s after receiving notice under subparagraph (d}{(2) from an employee
o oherwise receving actual notice of such conviction. Employers of convicted employ ees must provide notice, including
position titke, to every gant of ficer cn whose grant activity the convicted employ ee was warking, unless the Federal agency

hes designated a centrad port forthe receipt of such notices. Notlce shall include the identification number(s) of each affected"":
grant;

Takr‘goneofthefoﬂo.mg actions, within 30 calendar day s of receiving notlce under subparagraph (d)(2), with respect to any

employ ee who is s0 conv lcted -

(1) Tekmgeppropriate personnet action against such an employ ee, up to and including termination, consistent Wlth the
requirements of the Rehabilitaticn Act of 1873, as amended; aor

(2) Requrmgsuch empioyestoparticipate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation pragram approved for
such purposes by a Federal, Siate, or local health, law enforcement, or other apprepriate agency ;.

Meking a good faith effart to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace through implementaticn of paragraphs (@), (b}, (c}, {d),
(e) and {f). ‘

B. Thegantes may nsert nthe spece provided below the site(s) for the performance of wark done in connection with the specific grant:

Place of Performance (Sireet address, city, county, state, zip code)

Check __ if there are workplaces on file that are not identified here.
PARTD: Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements

CHECKE IF THIS CERTIFICATION 1S FOR AN APPLICANT WHO IS AN INDIVIDUAL.

Aliernate . (Graniees Who Are Individuals)

@

(k)

Tregartes certifies that, as a condition of the grant, he or she will not engage in the unfawful manufacture, distribution,
dispensing, possessmn or use of a controlled substance in conducting any activity with the grant;

if convicted of acnmn’:i dugoffense resuiting from a violation cccurring during the conduct of any grant activity, he or she
wil Epoit the conviction, nwiting, within 10 calendar day s of the conviction, to the grant officer or other designee, uniess the
Federad agency designates a carid point for the receipt of such notices. When netice is made to such a central point, it shall
include the identification number(s) of each affected grant.

Di-2010

March 1985

(This foerm consoclidates DI-1853, DI-1954,
Di-1955. C!1-1856 and D1-1863)



PARTE: Certification Regarding Lobbying

Certification for Contracts, Grants, Loans, and Cooperative Agreements

CHECK ¥_IF CERTIFICATION IS FOR THE AWARD OF ANY OF THE FOLLOWING AND
THE AMOUNT EXCEEDS 3100,000: A FEDERAL GRANT OR COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT,
SUBCONTRACT, OR SUBGRANT UNDER THE GRANT OR COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.

CHECK __ IF CERTIFICATION IS FOR THE AWARD GF A FEDERAL
LOAN EXCEEDING THE AMOUNT OF $150,000, OR A SUEBGRANT OR
SUBCONTRACT EXCEEDING $100,000, UNDER THE LOAN.

The undersigned certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:

M

()

3

Ne Federal eppropriated funds hav e been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for influencing
or aternpiing fo rflience an officer or employ ee of an agency, a Member of Congress, and officer or employee of Congress, or
anempioyee of a Memberof Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any Federal grant,
themaking of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal,
amendment, or medification of any Federal contract, grant, locan, or cooperative agreement.

If any funds ctherthan Federal appropriated funds hav e been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or attempting to
nfluence an officer cremployes of any agency, & Member of Congress, an officer or employ ee of Cangress, or an empley ee of
aMemberof Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall
complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Ferm to Report Lobbying,” in accordance with its instructions.

The undersioned shal require that the language of this certification be included in the award documents for all subawards at all
tiers (ncluding subconirects, subgants, and contracts under grants, loans, and cocperativ e agreements) and that all subrecipients
shall certify accordingly .

This cedification s amaterial representation of fact upon which refiance was placed when this transaction was made or entered into.
Submission of this certification s a prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction impesed by Section 1352, title 31, U.S. Code.
Any personwhofails to file the required certification shail be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than
$100,000 for each such failure.

As the authorized certifying cfficial, 1 hereby certify that the abov e specified certifications are frue.

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING CFFICIAL

TYPED NAME AND TITLE Peter Hughes, General Manager

U’V

DATE

May 15, 2000

DI-2atQ
March 1098

{This form consolidates DI-1953, D1-1854,
Di-1955. DI-1956 and DI-1963)
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Natomas Mutual Water Company

Figure 5
American Bagin Fish Screen & Habitat Improvement Project
Project Schedule
Updated: May 5, 2000
2000 T 2001 2002 [
10 |Task Name Duration Start Finish Cct | Nov | Dec | Jan | Feb | War | Apr | Moy | Jun | Jul | Aug | Sep | Ot | Nov | Dec Jan | Feb | Mar | Apr | May | Jun | Jul | Aug | Sep | Oct | MNov | Dec | Jan | Feb | Mar | Apr | May | Jun | Jul | Aug | Sep | ©ct | Nov | Dec | Jan | Feb | Mar
1 |Phaset - Feasibility Study 185 days| 10/1/99]  €/29/00 i i :
2 Obtain Site Specific Data: Diversions, Distribution 90 days 101799 2/31G0
Systems, Drainage Systems, Conjunctive Use
2 | " water Demands: Present & Future Points of Diversion | 90 days 10/1/99 21300
4 Biolegical Resource Studies 1685 days| 11/M2/99 8/29/00 | SFF
5 Identification and Evaluation of Alternative Locations & | 105 days 204100 8/29/00|2,3
Capacities
3 Comgletion of Feasibility Study Odays| 6GRYOC, 6/29/00(5
7 Coordination and Meetings 165 days| 1112/99 8/28/C0| SFF
8 |Phase Il - Preliminary Design and Environmental 205 days 6/30/00 412 H
Documentation H
$ Preliminary Design 12G days| 6morco| 1214100
14 Water Rights Consultations 130 days| &/30/00| 12728M00(8
15 Environmental Documentation 205days|{ 6/30/00] 4/12/01|6
18 Administrative Draft of Environmental Document Odays| 4M2/01 41210115
17 Coordination and Meetings 205days| 6/30/00 4/12/01|93% -
12 |Phase [l - Final Design and Permitting 559 days{ 11/24/00 11503
19 Geotechnical & Surveying 89 days| 112400 Br28/01 | 5FS-15 days
% | Final Design 00 0ays| 11724/00] 873001
21 35% Submittal 80 days| 11/24/00 215101 | 9FS-15 days ;_
2 83% Submittal 25 days 21181 3/22i0% | 21
2 100% Submittal 25 days| 32301 4/26101|22
24 Agency Review & Approvai 25 days 4277101 513110123
25 Complaticn of Final Design 0 days 8131701 5131101 (24 5131
2% Screen Evaluation & Leng Term Q&M Plans 75 days 2116101 Br3101 | 25FF :
27 Right-sfivay Prosurement 185 days| 12M5/00 8/30/01 |9
28 Permits and Licenses 459 days 4/13/01 1715103116
29 Public Draft & Final Environmental Documents 100days| 4M3/01) 8/30/01116
30 Completion of Environmental Documents O days 830701 830401 | 29
] Apply for Permit and Licenses / ESA Consultation | 100days| 41301 8/30/01 :
£ Reclamation Board Encroachment 30 days 411341 5/24j0% |22 :
33 COE Section 10 Pamit 100 days 4/13101 8/30/01|186 _
34 SWRCB Section 401 Certification 25days 41301 5M7/01]16 :
25 DF&( 1601 Parmit 25 days 411301 517122
3 Qbtain All Permits and Licensss Odays| 8/30/01 23001133
£l ESA Consultation o6 days| 41301 8124101 |16
38 Change in Paoint of Diversion 45¢ days 41301 1/15/03 (16
39 Project Managerment 200 days| 11124/00|  8/30/01(19%8,2188
|
40 |Phase LV - Bidding and Construction 482z days| 8/31/01 7r7I03 '
41 Bidding Process 30 days| 8/31/01| 10M11/01][31F5-15
days,2C
42 Construction 452 days| 10M2/21 7703(41
42 Environmental Mitigation 452 days | 1011201 771031 4288,41
44 Caomplete Constnuction O days 747103 TT03|42
45 |Phase V - Screen Evaluation 156 wKs 7isioa 713106144
gliiifet;'\;i:iﬁ;gdomual Water Company Task Progress S Summary P Rolied Up Spitt v vt v 4. Rolled UpProgress IENSSSSSSNNSNNN  Froject Summiary
Prepared by: Ensign and Buckley Split Milestone ’ Rolled Up Task Rolled Up Milestone <> External Tasks 8 E ;

Page 1
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ESTIMATED BUDGET AND SCOPE OF WORK TABLE NO 2

NATOMAS MUTUAL WATER COMPANY
AMERICAN BASIN FISH SCREEN AND HABITAT IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

PROJECT PROPOSED PROPOSED
TASK DESCRIPTION COSTS CVPIA FUNDING CALFED FUNDING
(8) (%) 6]
Pt 1.- Feasibility Stud
TaskNo 1.1 Obtain Site Specific Data 40,000 15,000 25,000
TaskNo 1.2  Evaluation of Alternatives 60,000 30,000 30,000
Task No 1.3 Biological Resource Studies 35,000 0 35,000
Task No 1.4 Water Demand Investigations 10,000 10,000 0
Task No 1.5 Coordination and Meetings 15,000 15,000 0
TaskNo 1.6  Legal and Administration 10,000 10,000 0
Total Estimated Phase [ Costs: 170,000 30,000 90,000
TaskNo 2.1 Preliminary Design : 105,000 52,500 52,500
TaskNo 2.2  Environmental Documentation 115,000 57,500 57,500
TaskNo 2.3  Water Rights Consultations 25,000 25,000 0
Task No 2.4  Coordination and Meetings 15,000 15,000 0
TaskNo 2.5  Legal and Administration 20,000 20,000 0
Total Estimated Phase II Costs: 280,000 170,000 110,000
P1 11L.- Final Desi
Task No 3.1  Geotechnical and Surveying 410,000 205,000 205,000
TaskNo 3.2 Final Design 1,235,000 617,500 617,500
Task No 3.3  Permits and Licenses 160,000 80,000 - 80,000
TaskNo 3.4  Project Management 95,000 47.500 47,500
Totzal Estimated Phase III Costs: 1,900,000 950,000 950,000
- B o
Total Estimated Phase IV Costs: TO BE DETERMINED
Phase V - Screen Evaluation
TO BE DETERMINED
Total Estimated Phase V Costs:
Total Estimated Project Costs Phases I, I1, and III: 2.350,000 1,200,000 1,150,000

Prepared by: Ensign & Buckley
Ifserverfiab files/474/funding/Calfed budget.xls Prepared on: May 12, 2000




Natomas Mutual Water Company
American Basin Fish Screen and Habitat Improvement Project

TABLE NO 3

Final Design of Fish Screen Facilities and Environmental Permits and Licenses

EB Sub- Rounded
Task Subtotal | Consultant Direct Task
Labor Cost Costs Subtotal
No. Activity Description {Days) ($) ($) ($)
I [Geotechnical Investigations, 14.5| $340,000 32,000f $410,000
Surveying and Mapping
II |Final Design 1596| $181,000 $5,000| $1,235,000
III |Permits and Licenses 101 $122,000 $3,000( $180,000
v |Project Management 90| $25,000 $2,000 $95,000
TOTAL EB LABOR (PERSON DAYS):
SUBTOTAL SUBCONTRACTOR COST: $668.000

ESTIMATED DIRECT COSTS (MATERIALS,
COPYING, TRAVEL, TELEPHONE, etc.):

Subcontractor Breakdown

Task No. I - Geotechnical and Surveying
Kleinfelder, Inc. - $148,500
KASL Engineers - $191,500
Total - $340,000

Task No 11 - Final Design
Structural Integrity - $22,000
Fishpro - $53,000
Wave Engineers - $84,000
Hanson Envirenmental - $22,000
Total - $181,000

Task No III - Peymits and Licenses
Miriam Greene Associates - $97,000
MBK Engineers - $25,000

Total - $122,000

Task No IV - Project Management
Wave Engineers - $1,000
Miriam Greene Associates - $24,000
Total - $25000

$12.000

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS:  1.900,000|

jobfiles\317\spraadsheals\$-ebscope.xls

Prepared by: Ensign & Buckley
Prepared cn: May 12, 2000
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USGS Quad Map -~ Sacramento, California (1:100,000 Scale)

Right-of-Access Agreement



Agreement of Access
Between Natomas Mutual Water Company
and Reclamation District No. 1000
related to the

American Basin Fish Screens and Habitat Improvement Project

May 2000

BACKGROUND

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

Natomas Mutual Water Company (NMWC) and Ensign & Buckley Consulting
Engineers (EB) are in the process of applying to CALFED for funds required for
final design.

The CALFED application requires that where access over private or public lands 1s
involved, the following type of agreement is necessary:

“Proposals that involve physical actions on private or public lands must
provide satisfactory evidence that the landowner is a willing participant in
the action. Projects proposed on private property or which require access to
private property owned by someone other than the applicant must include
written permission from the property owner. Failure to include written
permission from the property owner may result in disqualification of the
proposal.”

Physical Actions or work that is proposed to be performed within RD1000 property
are limited to:

> Inspections and Photography to document existing conditions and to evaluate
possible impacts on RD1000 facilities due to construction of any proposed
new facilities.

» . Surveys.

> Geotechnical investigations possibly including some drilling.

This phase of the work does not involve any construction.

DESCRIPTION OF THE AGREEMENT FOR USE OF RD1000 PROPERTY

2.1

Subject to the provisions of the attached “Agreement for Use of the Facilities”,
RD1000 agrees that NMWC and its agents, under the care and control of EB, may
have access to RD1000 property under the following conditions:

> Physical actions that are approved are limited to those described in Paragraph
1.3 above,



» No construction is approved by this agreement. Any construction withing the
boundaries of RD1000 property will be addressed in a separate agreement.

2.2 Subject to the provisions of the attached “Agreement for Use of the Facilities,”
NMWC and EB agree that:

> Access provided herein will be controlled so that no damage to RD1000
property or facilities will occur.

> If drilling for geophysical studies is required, EB wilt inform RD1000 of the
location(s) and review the site, and available drawings, to determine the
Iocation of known underground facilities. RD1000 will be held harmless for
any damage to existing facilities as a result of said drilling.

> This agreement will expire upon the completion of the final design, but not
later than December 31, 2003.

This agreement is executed on the dates and by the following individuals on behalf of their
respective organizations.

%&,’g %‘ﬁé— 5%-"/&’*"”7) @fww/ //ig/nw/ Mny 1S 2000

Peter Hﬁgiles M Ger NMWC  Date Ferrel Ensign, 6 EB Date

Pe Q\/b\-\// s1is oo

d in}elif‘mn, Manager, RD1000 Date

GAWPDATAMTANo-#\Agreement of Access 5-11-00.wpd 2



AGREEMENT FOR USE OF FACILITIES

This Agreement is entered Into this {szl day of éﬂégéim____,
1982, by and between RECLAMATION DISTRICT NO. 1000, hereinafter called
"DISTRICT", and NATOMAS CENTRAL MUTUAL WATER COMPANY, a corporation,
hereinafter called "WATER COMPANY", for the consideration hereinafter
expressed.

WHEREAS, DISTRICT and WATER COMPANY enterxed into an Agree-
ment for use of facilities'dated January 12, 1968; and

WHERBAS , DIs'i‘RICT and WATER COMPANY desire to modify the
terms of such prior Agreement to memorialize WATER COMPANYPS paynent
of the sum of $70,000.00 to DISTRICT as hereinafter set forth and to
provide for a more eguitable sharing ef malntenance responsibilities
in connection with the Pritchard Lake Pumping Plant, and intend this-
Agreement to supersede in all respects such priot Agfeement;

| IT IS AGREED AS FOLLOWS:

1. DISTRICT acknowledges receipt of. the sum of §70,000.00
from WATER COMPANY .as an advance toward one-half of the cost of install-
ing a new pump and motor at DISTRICT's Pumpiﬁg Piant Number Two, alsco
known as the Pritchard Lake Pumping Plant, whicﬁ advance payment is
agreed to be a payment for deferred pumping costs to cover expected
wear and depreciation of such new pump and motor over its expected
useful life of 20 years. Since the time cf such advance, it has been
determined that one~half of the actual cost was $67,f32.ll. DISTRICT
agreés, upon execution of this Agreement, to reimburse to WATER COMPANY
the difference between the $70,000.00 advance and the actual one-half

cost amount of $67,732.11. It is understood and agreed that such sum



was paid for the purpose herein expressed and is not to be construed
as rental or payment.for the right to use DISTRICT facilities.

2. DISTRICT hereby consents and agrees that WATER COMPANY
shall have, for the consideration hereinafter expressed, the right,
during the irrigation season of each year, beginning on the lst day
of April and ending on the lst day of October of each yeér (the begin-—
ning date of such pericd, on a season-by-season basis upen written
notice by WATER COMPANY to DISTRICT, may be moved earlier to as eérly
as February l‘of each such season if, within a period of 10 days from
the date of mailing of such notice, the Manager'or superintendent of
DISTRICT fails to notify WATER COMPANY in writing that the drain system
is required by DISTRICT for drainage or flood protection purposes. In
the event that the Manager or Superintendent of DISTRICT notifies
WATER COMPANY that the drainage system is reguired fof drainage or
flood protection purposes such that the season of use Ey WATER COMPANY
cannot be extended earlier, the ﬁatter shall be placed on the next
regular meeting agenda of the Board of Trustees of DISTRICT for decision
at the sole discretion of such Board of Trustees.) over the next 20
years from the date hereof, to use the Pritchard Lake Pumping Plant
and éhe drainagg ditches and canals of DISTRICT for the purpese of
punping into the DISTRICT such water as is purchased by WATER COMPANY
or claimed by it under varicus riparian, appropriative, prescriptive,
and other rights, and for transporting said water through DISTRICT's
ditches and canals to convenient points of diversion therefrom for use
in the irrigation of lanéd within the service area of WATER COMPANY.
WATER COMPANY sha.l also have the right during such period to trans-

port in DISTRICT's ditches and canals drainage water discharged by
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Stockholders of WATER COMPANY, and to pump‘such drainage water from
said ditches and canals into its own irrigation facilities. WATER
COMPANY shall, in each instance, notify superintendent of DISTRICT
before commencing to use Pritchard Lake Pumping Plant for its purposes..

3. DISTRICT further accords unto WATER COMPANY, during
the term hereof, at convenient points along its ditches or canals, the
right to install, at the sole cost of WATER COMPANY, pumping plants
for pumping said water flowing in said ditches or canals, into the
irrigation distribution system of WATER COMPANY for irrigation service
throughout the service area of WATER COMPANY.

4. WATER COMPANY shall pay for all power utilized during
its use of the Pritchard Lake Pumping Plant and shall conduct all
routine maintenance and minor repairs not exceeding a COStIOf $500.00
at WATER COMPANY's sole cost and expense during the herein defined irri-
gation season. Any and all major repairs of a cost exceeding $500.00,
required at any point in time during the term ofAthis Agreement, shall
be paid for by DISTRICT and WATER COMPANY in the proportions of the
number of hours of actual pump use made by DISTRICT on the one hand
and WATER COMPANY con the other during the next precedihg qalendar vear.

WATER COMBANY and DISTRICT shall each keep a record of the number of

“hours of use of pump at the Pritchard Lake Pumping Plant for such

purpese.

‘All installation, m&intenance, operation, and repair of
said pumping plant, ditches, canals, and appurtenant works shall be
by, or under the supervision and direction of Superintendent of,
DISTRICT, and, also, in conformity with such rules, regulations, and

directives as the Board of Trustees of DISTRICT may, from time-to-time
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adopt in order to protect the works of reclamation of DISTRICT and the
property of landowners within the boundaries c¢f DISTRICT. WATER COMPANY
undertakes and agrees to save DISTRICT and the Trustees thereof harﬁless
of and from all damages that may result from the operation of sald
pumping plant, ditches, canals, and appurtenant works during the ixrriga-—
tion season by WATER COMPANY, as well as from any and all seepage damage
to adjacent lands resulting from operations by WATER COMPANY.

5. WATER COMPANY shall so use the facilities of DISTRICT
as not to interfere with the necessary maintenance and other work which
DISTRICT shall from time-to-time perform on those facilities.

6. It is understood and ag;eed that the primary use of the
pumping plant, ditches, and canals is for the reclamation of the lands
within DISTRICT from flood and drainage damage and if, at any time
during the irrigation season, the Board of Trustees of DISTRICT shall
find it necessary to take over the pumping plant, ditches, canals, and
appurtenant works of DISTRICT for the protection thereocf, or the pro-
tection of the lands within the DISTRICT, said Trustees reserxve the
right so‘to do.

7. For the right to use of DISTRICT facilities hereinabove
expressed, WATER COMPANY shall pay to DISTRICT at its office on oil
before the lst day of June in each year of the term hereof, the sum of
$160.00. WATER CCMPANY shall further pay to DISTRICT the sum of
$15.00 per day for each day that WATER COMPANY uses the Pritchard
TLake Pump, which payment shall be made on October 15 of eaéh year

during the term oereof for the prior irrigation season's use of such

pump .



8. WATER COMPANY and DISTRICT, and certain landowners, have
entered into "Agreement for Installation of Weirs" dated September 16,
1953. The provisions of that Agreement are hereby confirmed, and nothing
herein shall change or alter the rights or obligations of the parties
as therein set forth. However, this Agreement does supersede previous
agreements between the parties, whether oral or written, which have
provided for WATER COMPANY's use of DISTRICT's pumping plant and ditches.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the respective parties heretc have here- .
unto and tc a duplicate hereof, caused their respective corporate names
to be signed and seals affixed, by their respecﬁive officers thereunto

duly authorized the day and year first hereinabove written.

RECLAMATION DISTRICT NO. 1000

BYP/"Z!»:_ ‘A,M//://L//_/ c.’f%/

_” Richard D. Willey, Preside

e

Louise Inderkum, Secretary

&

NATOMAS CENTRAL MUTUAL WATER COMPANY

? CZ—

ex” J. len, President

y: &%C’LM\,«_- . {(D% -

Edwin A. Willey, Seciﬁﬁary




THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this 12 day
of January, L1968, by and between RECLAMATION DISTRICT MNO. 1000,
hereinafter called DISTRICT, and WATOMAS CENTRAL MUTUAL WATER

"COMPANY, a coxporation, hereinaiter called WATER COMPANY,

1. DISTRICT hersby consents and agrees.that WATER
COMPANY shall have, Ffor the consideration hersinafter expressed,

the right, during the irrigation season of each year, beginning /g;,,
e . M'm/“d o

Corprsls “"""'5'? . LY

on the lst day of April, 15687 to use the ;%itchard Lake Pumping Eﬁé?
il

Plamt and the drainage ditches and cenals of DISTRICT for the ~=/%7/

.
I

purpose of pumping into the DISTRICT such water as is purchased
by WATER COMPANY or elaimed by it under various ripariam, appro-
priati&e, prescriptive and cther rights, and for transporting sald
water through DISTRICT'S ditches and canals to convenient points
of diversion therefrom for use in the irrigation of lands within
the service area of WATER COMPANY. WATER COMPANY shall alse have
the right to tramsport in DISTRICT'S ditches and canals drainage
Watef discharged by stockholders of WATER COMPANY, and o pﬁmp
such drainage water from said ditches and canéls inte its own
irrigati%h facilities. WATER COMPANY shall, in each instance,
notify S%perintendent of DISTRICT before commencing to use
Pritchar& Lake Pumping Plemt for its purposes.

2. DISTRICT further accords unto WATER COMPANY, during
the term hereof, at convenient points along itg ditches or canals,
the right to .install, at the sole cost of WATER COMPANY, pumping
plants for pumping said water flowing irn sald ditches ox canals,
into the irrigzrion distribution system of WATER COMPANY for
irrigation service throughout the service area of WATER COMPANY.

3. WATER COMPANY shell pay for all electric enexgy

-1~



utilized during its use of the Pritchard Lake Pumping Plant and
for the cost of any repalrs made necessary by its operation of

the plant. It shall also pay DISTRICT the sum of $15.00 per day
for each day that WATER COMPANY uses the Pritchard Lake pump.

All installation, maintenance, operation and repair of said pumping
plant, ditches, canals and appurtenant works shall be by, or under
the supervision and direction of Superintendent of DISTRIGT, znd,
alsc, in conformity with such rules, regulations and directives

as the Board of Trustees of DISTRICT may, from time to time, adopt
in order to pretect the works of reclamation of‘DiSTRICT and the
property of landowners within the boundaries of DISTRICT. WATER
COMPANY undertakes and agrees to save DISTRICT and the Trustees
thereof harmless of and from all damages that may result from the
operation of said pumping plant, ditehes, canals and appurtenant
works durinmg the irrigation season by WATER COMPANY, as well as
from any and all seepage damage to adjacent lands resulting from
cperations by WATER COMPANY.

L, WATER COMPANY shall so use the faeilities of DISIRICT
as not to interfere with the necessary maintemance and cther work
which DISTRICT shall £xom time to time perform on those Eacilities.

5, It is understood and agreed that the primary use
of the pumping plant, ditches and canals 1s for the reclamation
of the lands within DISTRIGI from £lood and drainage damage and
if, at any time during the irrigaticn seasonm, the Board of Trustees
of DISTRICT shall find it necessary to take over the pumping plant,
ditches, canals and appurtenant works of DISTRICT for the pro-
tection thereof, or the protection of the lands within the DISTRICT,
sald Trustees reserve the right sc to do.

6. In addition to the costs assumed by WAEER COMPANY
in paragraph 3 hereof, WATER COMPANY shall pay unto DISTRICT at

-2~



its office on or before the lst day of June in each year of the
 term hereof the sum of $100.00, in lawful money of the United
States, as an anaual payment for the rights and privileges hereby
accorded by DISTRICT to WATER COMPANY.

7. This Agreement shall continue in force for one year,
and thereafter shall be deemed renewed from year to yeax, unless
and until either party hereto shall serve notice in writing on
or before the lst day of Februﬁry in any year of its election
to terminate this Agreement. Any such notice of election to
terminate, served on or before the lst day of February in any
year shall take effect ou the lst day of April next ensulng.

8. WATER COMPANY and DISTRICT, and certain landowners,
have entered into "Agreement for Installatiom of Weirs' dated
September 16, 1953. The provisions of thét Agresment are hereby
confirmed, and nothing herein shall change or alter the rights
or obligafions of the parties as therein set forth. However,
this Agreement does supersede previous agreements between the
parties, whether oral or writtem, which have provided for WATER
COMPANY'S use of DISTRICT'S pumping plant and ditches.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the respective parties hereto have
hereunto and to a duplicate hereof, caused their respective '
corporate names to be signed and seals affixed, by their respective
dfficers thereﬁnto duly authorized the day and year first here-
inabove writtea. _ '

RECLAMATTON _DISTRICT N2, 1000
e _ {///

' Actlng Presxdent

~ (SEAL) BYk/”

.

\_/ / . /
And by " v e 24 /,_,;ﬁ s
Secretary




{CORPORATE
SEAL)

NATOMAS CENTRAL MUTUAL WATER COMPANY

ByC}:Zii:lﬁxfé"'7%2;944}4x

Presidemt”

And by /?iﬂfiﬂ M¢/;ﬁ§?<~_4£$;3¢ﬂ ,//

Secretary



